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INTRODUCTION.

TuE occasion for printing these documents is as follows.

In the course of the year 1859, it became necessary for the Litchfield South As-
sodiation of Pastors, in the fulfilment of their public duties® to inquire into the
standing and character of JAMES RIHARDS, and finally to expose him as an im-
postor.

This exposure of him having been published, it was claimed in his defense:

1. That the charges of Falsehood, Fraud, Violence, Drunkenness and other crimes,
which had been laid against him since he had been in the Christian ministry,
either by common fame, or by the allegations of responsible men, or by the finding
of the ecclesiastical courts by which he had been successively tried and condemned
==were false charges.

3. That if the things charged had been committed, it had been during periods of
insanity, in which he was relieved from all responsibility for his actions, or in fits of
unconsciousaess, from which he emerged with no knowledge or memory of his acts
during the continuance of them.

3. That whether or not he had been guilty of these things in his past life, he had
lived irreproachably sinoe he had come to Litchfleld, and had given satisfactory ev-
idenoe of contrition, penitence, and reformation of life.

All which claims are denied, and the contrary of them is ready to be proved,
whenever Dr. Richards shall call for the proof before any competent tribunal.

But the main resource in the defense of Dr. Richards, has lain in the defamation
of other parties, viz.:

1. In defaming the members of the Presbytery of New Orleans that had ex-
communicated him, as being themselves men of scandalous lives.

2. In defaming the Litchfield South Association, who (to protect the public againat
imposture) had given public notice of his excommunication and the cause of it, of
his falsehood in their presence, and of his general bad character for veracity,—by
accusing them of “ conspiracy;" of *raking up old charges against him,” that had
no pertinence to the question of his present character; of * making to order,” the
charge of falsehood; of inveigling him by false pretenses into coming before them

® 8w Appendix, No. V, * Jurisdiction of ths Associstion.”
t S0 page 1 of Appendix, * Dr. Richards's Defense.”
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as a candidato for the ministry ; of intermeddling with a matter in which they had
no concern; and in general, of malicious persecution.

3. In defaming, in particular, a member of the Association, Mr. L. W. Bacon, by
imputing to him personally the various charges preferred against the Association ;
and by alleging that he had sought to harass a man who was ‘“trying toreform,” with
persistent attacks in the newspapers, and had sought to gratify his malignity or
vindictiveness, under the pretense of public duty.

4. In defaming his own former wife.

These falsehoods are still industriously circulated; they are repeated, explicitly
and by innuendo, privately and in public meetings, and there are, even outside of
the Northfleld parish, persons claiming respectability, who affect to believe them,
and to have confidence in the character of Dr. Richards from whom they chiefly
originate. For this reason the documents in the case are submitted, in the most nat-
ural order of arrangement, and with only go much of comment as may make them
intelligible. These being read there will be no occasion for argument.

The documents are not printed for sale, nor for general circulation. No further
publicity is sought for them than has been, or may yet be, necessitated by the inju-
rious conduct of the person to whom they chiefly relate.

LEONARD W. BACON.

Litchfield, Conn., September, 1860.

P. 8.—Some weeks have now elapsed since the above was written, and the doc-
uments transcribed in the following order. They were read by judicious friends of
the subscriber, including gentlemen of the highest eminence in the legal profession,
who concurred in recommending that they should be printed. Since then, any
scruple about printing them has been removed by Dr. Richards’s own act. He has
commenced a suit at law, the trial of which would compel the production of them
before the public; so that the printing only anticipates “ the law'adelay.” Thanks,
however, are due for the cheerful removal of the injunction of privacy, from such
part of the correspondence herein contained, as was properly subject to the dispo-
sal of the writers.

One thing more. The correspondence of the Committee of Inquiry has been in
a few instances abridged by the omission of ¢rrelevant, or merely formal matter.
The omissions are always indicated by asterisks, and never include anything that
could help the defense of Dr. Richards.

- L W.B

New Haven, October, 1860.



LETTERS AND OTHER DOCUMENTS.

Action of thé Litchfleld North Association, June 17th, 1858.

{Dr. Richards came to Litchfield in the year 1858, and announced himself, in the advertise-
wments of his school and elsewhere, with the title of “Reverend.” He thus obtained admission
to sundry pulpits where his character and antecedents were not knewn. Some of the facts
regarding him having been discovered by members of the Litcbfield North Association, (within
whose bounds most of these ministrations had been performed,) the following action was taken
at their annual meeting, June 17th, 1838 |

W hereas, This Association has learned thas the pulpits of some churches within
our bounds have been opened to one who, we are credibly informed, is under
ecclesiastical censure; therefore,

Resolved, That as an Association, we protest, for the purity of the ministry and
the benefit of the churches, against the employment of any individuals as preachers
ofi the Gospel who cannot give satisfactory proof of their good standing in the
ministry.

Voted, That the above minute be published in the N. Y. Independent, Evangelist,
and Observer, and also in the Religious Herald of Hartford.

Letter of Dr. Richards to Rev. L. W. Baoon.

| Being excluded from the pulpits of the northern half of the county, Dr. Richards did not
refrain from accepting invitations to preach in pulpits within the bounds of the Litchfield Sonth
Association, —invitations which had been extended to him under the belief that he was of good
character and standing. These infractions of good order were the occasion of much regret to
much of tho neighboring ministers as had heard any thing of Dr. Richards's antacedents ; and
when it appeared at last that he was preaching regularly in a parish to which he had been
Ignorantly invited, the member of the Litchfield South Association living neacest to Dr. Rich-
ards (Rev. L W. Bacon,) called on him, April 8th, 1850, to remonstrate with him. At this
nterview, Dr. Richards declared that he bad no idea that the pastors were taking offense at
bis course, that he had not been aware that the action of the Litchfield North Association dur-
ing the previous year was intended to apply to him, and that he would not repest the offense a
single Sunday ;—that he would write down to the church at Northfleld at once, declining to
serve them infutare. He added that he had never had any official or anthentic information
that he had been deposed from the ministry ¢ he gave as his reason for not asking to be restored
to the ministry by a regular process, that his health was such that he could not bear the agita.
tlon of an inquiry into the story of his past troubles. ’

In reply he was d that it was 'y for him to act towards the church at North-
fleld with any appearauce of abruptness :-~that no offense would be taken at his gradually and
quietly withdrawiog himself from ministrations among them :—that with regard to his alleged
deposition by the Presbytery of New Orleans, it was desirable on all accounts to have authentic
information, and that a letter would be despatched to the Stated Clerk of that Presbytery,
asking for the facts. His resolution to discontinue the exercise of the ministry until restored
to its fellows ip was warmly commended.

In the evening of the same day, Mr. gam recelved from Dr. Richards the following letter t]




Em Park, April 5th, 1859,
Rev. L. W. BacoN, My Dear Sir:

I have been pondering seriously and prayerfully the subject matter of our co
versation this morning, and I must say that I do not feel entsrely clear as to tt
course to be pursued.

In view of ali the circumstances of the case, it seems to me that I oughin
hastily to commit myself to any definite course in relation to my public and offici
duties. More reflection on my part and earnest prayer to God as well as consultadic
with friends who have favoured me with their confidence, and who are deeply inte
ested in my welfare and usefulness as a teacher and a preacher, must be had befor
I can decide on the precise steps to be taken to relieve ministerial brethren fro:
the embarrassment which you named. (See Gospel John, 2d: 24th, 26th.)

I had indulged the hope that I was soon to reap the peaceable fruits of my lox
and bitter trials—but if I am to taste yet more of the wormwood and the gall, ar
be subjected to still greater * persis” than those through which I have alreac
passed— God’s will be done.

That the great Head of the Church may guide and bless you in all your effor
to do good and extend the honor of his name, is the sincere prayer of one wi
humbly hopes that he is a member of Christ's mystical body, and who now as ew:
subscribes himself truly yours,

. JAMES RIORARDS.

Tuesday evening.

Answer,
Litchfield, Tuesday evening, April 6th.
Rev. Dr. RicHARDS, Dear Sir:

Your note (which arrived a few moments since,) I at first intended to answer
person; but it seems to me that I can express myself more satisfactorily in writin

I am not at all sarprised that you hesitate in the decision of o importamt
question as this which has arisen. I assure you that I sympathize in the strugg
of mind which it must doubtless cost you. It seems to me that your mistake li
in acting in the matter before it is decided. The thing which I think must make
unfavorable impression upon such minds as are already prejudiced against you,
that while you hesitate to ask the approbation of the pastors, you should have !
hesitation at all about the far more momentous matter of preaching. I am n
surprised that a bad report (however unjust) among ‘them that are withou
should have been deemed by you a sufficient reason for refraining, for a time, frc
being & member of a church: I only wonder that it did not seem even a strong
roason for not entering, for a time, upon the position of a minsster. I. Tim., iii,
seems explicit on this point. .

Excuse the roughness of my sentences, I only want to get my meaning out fair’

But my object in communicating with you on this subject has been, not
volunteer advice with regard to your duty,—I should not have alluded to that b
for your very frank invitation,—but simply that you might be advised of what
conceive to be mine and that of my brethren in the pastoral office. That duty
conceive to be threefold.

1. Tb the churches. Some rule is necessary to save the churches from ignora
and unworthy impostors in the pulpit. Among Baptists and (I believe) Engli
Independents the rule requires an examination before the church of which t
mndidat% is & member, and a certificate of their approbation. Here the rule
different} but it is the rule nevertheless, and it is indispensable to good order. V
all know you to be an able and learned man; but if we examine no man except «
the suspicion that he is a blockhead, we shall examire nobody at all. My impre
sion is perfectly clear and satisfactory of your soundness in the faith; but if w
on the strength of an tmpression, suffer you to preach as if by our approbation a
yet without any credentials, we throw away the only safe-guard of the church
against novices and heretica. The Northfield church would have a right to oo
plain that the pastors had been treacherous to their confidence, if we should |
unfaithful in this matter.
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3. We have a duty i you. If any brother becomes the subject of an evil report,
which follows him to annoy him, and to circumscribe his usefulness, obviously the
very first duty and service which we can render him is to inquire into the matter,
and to vindicate him by declaring his innocence. I do mot see but that this is
exactly your case and ours. If your case is perfectly clear and satisfactory, all the
more easy for examination; if it is any wise difficult or embarrassed, all the greater
necessily for an examination. If there is no difficulty about satisfying the pastors,
whg not do it? If there is difficulty about it, why is it not all the more important
todoit?

The very important consideration which you mentioned this afternoon, thas of
your health, and the importance of avoiding needless excitement, is open to
same sort of answer. The same considerations of health which should lead you to

.avoid an informal conference with the neighboring pastors, ought to forbid you to

undergo the weekly excitement and fatigue, at the close of your week's laborious
duties, of supplying a pulpit. A providential call to do the latter of these must
seem to be a providential eall to do the other first.

1 cannot but sympathize with you in the thought of your protracted trials, to
which you so feelingly allude. But it is impossible for me to think it a hardship
that you should not be permitted to over-ride all the laws and discipline of our
churches, or that you should not be admitted to the confidence of the associated
ministers and churches while offering no opportunity to them to satisfy the doubts
of any of their number, touching your character and standing.

3. We owe a duty to ourselves. For all these irregularities we are justly held
responsible, and to all the reproach of flying rumors unfavourable to you, and
which are not brought to investigation and set at rest, we are justly obnoxious, so
long as you occupy this position with our tacit consent. We are o fixed that we
can neither deny the charges, nor disclaim the responsibility. Such responsibility
a8 this I do not think we have any right to assume; nor does it seem just that you
should impose it on us, for even a single week.

As I have said, I assume no authority whatever. You are independent; the
Northfleld church is independent, except so far as it may have bound itself by com-
pact. Just 8o, however, all the pastors and churches of this district are indepen-
dent. And there is no difficulty in devising action which shall rectify the ‘irregu-
larity complained of, without in the slightest degree trenching on the independence
of church or individual.

If the relations of parties should continue as at present, I should think it my
duty to bring the subject to the notice of the Association at the earliest opportunity.

I elose abruptly, for it is long after midnight. But I am happy to know that
T have had too many opportunities to show my personal and neighborly good will,
to make it needful for me to disclaim any motive for the above resolution but such
as appear on the face of the letter. ly yours,

L. W. Bacox.

Rev. L. W. Baoon, to the Stated Clerk of the Presbytery of New
Orleans.

Litchfield, Conm., April 6¢h, 1859.
Rev. and dear Sir:

‘Will you have the kindness to send me a statement of the ecclesiastical standing
of Dr. James Richards, formerly pastor of a church in your presbytery.

In case any censure exist against him, if there are also any circumstances that
may mitigate the moral effect of the censure, or if you have any knowledge of a
disposition among the members of the presbytery to reverse or alleviate the sen-
tence in view of facts which have since transpired, I should esteem it a favor to
be advised of them. I write simply by my own authority, but your answer will be
a kindness not only to me, but to the churches of our common Lord in this region,
into whose pulpits Dr. Richards desires to be admitted.

Wishing to you, and to the church under your charge, the blessing of grace,
mercy and peace, I am yours fraternally,

Lzoxard W. BaCOX.



New Orleans, Aprsl 19, 1869.
REv. L. Bacox, Dear Sir:

Your letter asking information about the ecclesiastical status of Dr. Richarde
has just come to hand. Much to my regret I am unable to afford any information
that can give you pleasure. What follows is ®n extract from the Records of Pres-
bytery, page 51.

The Committee appointed to prepare & minute in the judicial case of Common
I.Ii'ame vs. James Richards, made the following report :

Whereas, Rev. James Richards, D. D., has been charged by Common Fame wit}
the crime of drunkenness, and this Presbytery after a full investigation haa found
the general charge to be sustained, specifications 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, wholly ; and specifi-
cations 4 and 7 in part; and whereas, in the judgment of this Presbytery the
aggravations of the offense, as proven, require that the defendant should be solemnly
deposed from the gospel ministry; and that the sentence of deposition should in:
clude excommunication, therefore, .

Resolved, that the said Rev. James Richards, D. D., be, and hereby is, deposed
from the gospel ministry and excommunicated from the Church.

The roll being called, the report of the Committee was unanimously adopted
After some remarks by the moderator respecting the solemn business in which we
bave been engaged, Presbytery engaged in prayer.

Resolved, that the Stated Clerk be instructed to forward a copy of this minute t
Dr. Richards.—[ Minutes of Jan. 22d. 1866.]

In answer to your question as to the possible removal of this existing censure,—
I have no doubt that Presbytery would willingly listen to any considerations that
would justify such action. Nevertheless, the events connected with this judicia
case, are 80 painfully fresh in the minds of many of the community, that I shoulc
think it injudicious in the friends of Dr. Richards to ask Presbytery to reconside
its action at present.

If I can be of any service to you and the friends of Dr. Richards in further con
nection with this matter, believe me that it would afford me great pleasure.

Very respectfully, yours in Chriat,
Henry M. Smrra.
Siated Clerk of the Presbytery of N. O

{A copy of the above letter was inclosed to Dr. Richards, and the note accompanying it con
cluded as follows :]

“As I have said before, I mean to keep a mind as clear from prejudice as pos
sible on the merits of the main question. But let me urge it again on your consid:
eration, how much a frank invitation of inquiry would do to relieve existing preju-
dice, and how much a course which cannot but seem an evasion of inquiry must
needs aggravate it.

Yours Truly,

L. W. Bacon.

[As the time of the annual meeting of the Litchfield South Association approached, the follow
ing letter was sent to Dr. Richards.]

Rev. L. W, Bacon to Dr. James Richards.

Litchfield, June 4¢h, 1859,
REv. DR. RICHARDS, Dear Sir:

The Consociation of *Litchfield South” (including the Association)is to meet nex:
Tuesday (7th inst.) at Plymouth. I mention this in order that you may be preparec
(if you should think best) to forestall any actioh of the Association on the subject
on which we have exchanged letters, by yourself presenting to the body some



communication which should make it unnecessary for them to act. I should be
happy to be the bearer of any such communication, or if you should desire to
address yourself to the Association in person, I have no hesitation in saying that
you would be heard.

I deprecate the necessity'of action by the Association proprio motu. Decisive
and effective action would involve the substantial republication of the doings of the
New Orleans Presbytery, and this would not only be an effectual guard of the pulpits
of our churches, and the good name of our ministry, but might have other results,
affecting yourself, which none of the brethren would desire, and least of all,

Sincerely your Friend,
L. W. Baoox.

{In the above mentioned proceedings, Mr. Bacon acted at the suggestion, or with the ap-
probation, of the nelghboring clergymen.]

Aoction of the Litchfleld S8outh Association, Juno 7th, 1859.

At the annual meeting of the Litchfleld South Association at Plymouth, June Tth,
1859, Messrs. Bacon, Lyman, Isham, Lawrence and Prudden, were “appointed a
committee to report what action, if any, ought to be taken with respect to the irreg-
ular assumption of ministerial character and duties within the limits of this Asso-
ciation, by an unauthorized person.”

This committee recommended the following action, which was adopted :

 Whereas, It has come to the knowledge of this Association that James Richards
has irregularly assumed to performed the functions of a minister in regular standing
among the churches within our limits;

“ Voted, That a committee of three be appointed to confer with Dr. Richards re-
specting his irregular ministrations, and to obtain from him, if possible, some
guarantee that he will abstain from further violation of the order of the churches;
and that in the event of their failing to obtain any such guarantee, they have
authority to warn the churches in the name of the Association concerning his
irregularity, by the publication of the following letter.”

(The letter contained a declaration of the standing of Dr. Richards, and a warning to the
churches against all infractors of good order, and evaders of the safeguards of the ministry.
It was not published, in econsideration of the wish of Dr. Richards to submit his case to exam-
ination by the Association. To ider his request, & special meeting was called at Litchfield ]

Memorial of Dr. Richards to the Litchfield South Association.

[The following paper was presented to the Association at a meeting convened at Litcbfield
Aug. 16th, 1838, * to hear and act upon the application of Mr. James Richarls of Litchfield to
be examined as & candidate for the minlstry.”]

DxAR BRETHREN,
Between three and four years have elapsed since I took up my residence among
ou. I came here with enfeebled health and under the censure of one of the lower
udicatories of the Old School Presbyterian Church. The justness of that censure,
umiliating and afflictive as it was, I do not controvert, further than to say that
under circumstances far more painful and trying, I was fully and konorably acquitted
of any moral delinguency or obliquity by the Presbytery of Elizabethtown end
by the Synod of New Jersey, and by both bodies commended to the sympathy and

of the Presbyterian church.

That the judicatory under whose sentence I am now resting, acted consistently
with their smpression of duty, I have no reason to doubt. Since their action in my
case, accident and disease have borne the greater part ot the Presbytery to a world
of retribution, and such as were prepared, to a world of rest. But one pastor out
of those known by me to have participated in that judicial inquiry remains. A new
generation of ministers and people have arisen in that jocal posnt of all that is
noxious, deadly and debasing in the U6 gm
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I will not, as I have said, controvert the justness of their sentence. They acted
1 am willing to believe, consistently with their sense of duty. Nevertheless I fok
justified in the eye of God, by my own conscience, and by the consciences and wishe:
of those who best knew me, in a total disregard of the censure,—and the more &
as I had formally withdrawn from the Presbyterian church before any process wa:
instituted against me, and when by my own act, they were relieved from all respon
gibility for my future course. My disregard, however, of their action has placec
me beyond the circle of their sympathies, and I cannot look to thom with any hopt
of success for a redress of my grievances, or a removal of those obstacles to m)
usefulness created by their judicial action. I must turn to you, dear brethren, fo
sympathy and effective relief in my peculiarly trying and embarrassing circumstan
ces. I have confldence in your christian benevolence, and in your love of justice
1 deeply regret all those instances in which I have seemed to bid deflance to you
rules of ecclesiastical order. Never to my recollection, have I officiated as & min
ister of religion within your bounds, without a special invitation from the residen
pastor or Committee of Supply; nor even then, without distinctly avowing m;
unfortunate position as a minister under censure of a Southern Presbytery. I an
pained to think that my course in this, or in any other respect has been the occa
sion of grief to my brethren in the Lord, for nothing could be further from m:;
wish or purpose. Respect for the ministerial character and office is intertwine:
with every fiber of my heart, and I would have accounted it the greatest privileg
the God of mercy could bestow upon me this side of heaven, to have been in fel
lowship with you, and to have received the counsels and the care of my father
and brethren of this Association. This favor I now ask at your hands, So far a
I know my own heart, the prominent desire which prompts me to make this appl
cation is that I may have an unembarrassed opportunity of doing good, of heraldin
my Master's name and grace to my dying fellow-men,—of convincing the worl
that by the boundless grace of God I am a humble and conscientious and sel:
sacrificing minister of the Gospel, and I trust through the constantly exerte
grace of the Redcemer nothing shall be wanting in my conduct decisively t
ovinco the sentiments I have now expressed.

My health is now so far restored, as with safety to admit of my occupying
pulpit on the Sabbath, in addition to my routine of duties through the week in th
school room. I find the change of labor on the Sabbath most agreeable; but
anything is still needed to give permanency to my bodily health and tranquillity t
my mind, I verily believe that a favorable reception of my application, followed b
your cordial rec)gnition of me as a brother in Christ, and a minister of hi
church, will contribute more than anything else to a result 8o beneficial and desirabl

In this petition, you will observe that I have carefully refrained from all allusior
to my relationship with an honored but now departed servant of God, the fragranc
of whose good name is even now diffusod throughout the Christian Church, ¢
one who never occupied a station which he did not adorn. Nor have I made mer
tionof my own ministry of twenty years, in flelds of varied prominence and us
fulness; seven of which was passed with one church, and twelve of which withot
a8 much as the illuess of a single sabbath. I am anxious that my brethren of th
Association, independently of my antecedents of any sort, should take up the cas
as they find it, in the spirit of meekness and charity, in the temper of -disciples «
the Prince of peace. with a large supply of that spirit which prompted the excl
mation, ‘‘who is weak and I am not weak? who 15 offended and I burn not?"

And now, dear Brethren, I have only to add that in our best intentions we a1
liable to error. We may be deceived both in our actions, and in the motives fro:
which they spring. And if at any time since I have been amongst you, I hax
been left to be actuated by improper feclings, or if under the dominion of goc
feelings I have been left to improper conduct, I hope to have the fortitude to confe:
it, the principle to mourn for it, the virtue to repent of it, the Christian magnanin
ity to make any reparation in my power to the injured, the church of God and tt
world.

1 hope you will interrogate me freely on any points whereupon the minds of ax
of you labor, and give me an opportunity of clearing up every thing to your satisfactic
8o far as I am able to do 8o. If you wish me to fortify my position and strengthe
your own favorable [ ] of me by documentary evidence, I shall furnish i
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Some of the neighboring churches have volunteered their service in this behalf, as
well as private members and personal friends in this place, from whom you shall
hear at the fitting time and place.
I am, Fathers and Brethren, yours with respect and affection,
Your afflicted brother,

JaMES RICHARDS.

|Dr. Richards then, on invitation, appeared before the Association, and made a statement of
bis personal history.]

Oral 8tatement of Dr. Richards.

He spoke of his religious experiences in childhood and early youth. He said
that he was brought to repentance and conversion at Canandaigua, under the
ministry of Rev. Dr. Eddy: that he became a teacher in the Sunday School, and
by and by a student of theology in the Seminary at Auburn, but that he did not
unite with the church uutil two years after entering the Seminary. He gave the
details of his religious experience at some length.

At the cloge of his studies, he was called to to the Presbyterian Church in Aurora,
N. Y., where his preaching was so successful that the two churchee in the village,
Presbyterian and Episcopalian, became united in one under his ministry. At Aurora
he remained two years.

Thence he went to Penn Yan, N. Y., where he remained seven years. During
this period, he suffered at intervals with great depression of spirits, and with doubts
touching his own salvation. When he left the church, it was increased by a hun-
dred members. During his ministry there, he lost his [first] wife by death. At
the close of it he declined several calls to different churches, and finally accepted
& call to his father’s old church in Morristown, N. J. There were circumstances
connected with a prospective marriage, which had to do with the termination of his
ministry at Penn Yan.

‘While pastor at Morristown he waa taken sick and in consequence of aberration
of mind was taken to the Insane Retreat, where, in answer to the prayers of his
church, he was restored to health. Returning to his charge, he had a constant
morbid feeling of being suspected and pointed at, which wrought on him and
affected his health; he twice tendered his resignation to the church, which was
declined. Finally distressed and exhausted in health, he insisted on his resignation,
acting by the advice of Rev. Dr. Magie and other friends,—and the resignation was

accepted.

After his dismission from the pastorate at Morristown, he visited New Orleans,
and on his return to Morristown, found circumstances which led him to demand a
judicial inquiry. The charges which were preferred against him in this process
before the Presbytery of Elizabethtown, were Intemperance; Falsehood (in decla-
ing the first charge to be false;) and Profane Swearing (which took place on the
cars on the way to the Insane Retreat.) The investigation lasted a long time ; and
the result was ‘modified criminality,” and he was enjoined to demit the exercise
of the ministry for a while, on account of his health. This result was made sub-
ject to Protest. He submitted to it, but it was carried up to the 8ynod, where the
case was ‘taken up on the record,” and the lower Judicatory overruled. All the
while that this matter was pending, he was supplying the pulpit of Dr. Cheever's
church, and other pulpits.

Afver this he received sundry calls; among others, to Memphis and Little Rock.
Meeting with Dr. Zebulon Butler of Port Gibson, Miss., he went to that place and
spent a year and a half in the college there. While there, he received and accepted
a call to the Third Presbyterian Church in New Orleans. He had previously
received and declined a call to the Second Presbyterian Church in the same city, a
fact which he believed to have given riee to jealousy and hostility toward him,

In his charge at New Orleans his ministry was prosperous, until the difficulty
arose which resulted in his deposition. That difficulty was as follows:

In order to prosecute an application for divorce which had been commenced in
the State of Misaissipi, he had retained a legal ‘‘ residence” within the boundaries
of that State, although not far from the city of New Orleans. One day he had
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besn engaged all day at this residence, with his lawyers, and returned to the city
fatigued and exhausted. He became unconscious, and was brought to the Recor-
der’s office in a state of insensibility. This was the firat of March, 1855. He was
ized by documents in his pockets. The thing got into the newspapers in the
most unfavorable form. He was mortified and entirely unmanned. He remained
in the city only three weeks, during which time he received many letters of sym-
g:thy, and an invitation to preach at Galveston. He resigned his church, and
fore any charges were preferred against him, requested a dismission from the
Presbytery. The story was investigated by the  Sons of Temperance” of which
he was chaplain, and he was acquitted. He does not know that he had taken any
thing intoxicating. He was not in the habit of using anything intoxicating. He
would sometimes take a glass of claret at the table of a brother minister,—if it was
wrong he was sorry for it; but to all intents and purposes, during his residence
at New Orleans, he was a total abstinence man.

He now left New Orleans on a visit to England, and while in London, became
oonvinced of the principles of Congregationalism, and wrote to the Stated Olerk of
the Presbytery requesting them to drop his name from their roll. The Presbytery
took up the matter, cited him to appear, notwithstanding his withdrawal from them,
and suspended him from the ministry. He asked counsel of Dr. Cheever and others,
and was advised to disregard the censure of the Presbytery. All this time he held
:;at his integrity ; he was maintaining habitual prayer; he loved the doctrines of

e gospel.

He isp:ow pleasantly situated, and enjoying good health of body and mind.

Nearly a year after he came to Litchfield, he was preaching at Warren. During
one week he was unusually burdened and fatigued. Saturday, he-lay down and
tried to sleep. In the afternoon he started for Warren in a buggy, with a large bot-
tle of camphor in his traveling bag;—became bewildered, lost the roed, and
arrived at Mr. Comstock's late at night. He assisted at family prayers.
went to bed, but was sleepless at night. In the morning he went to church; ir
reading the second hymn, had a thickening of the utterance, and was obliged t
desist. He went home, and was sick.

He believes himself now to be in good health, and able to be useful. He hat
long wanted to have the approbation and commendation of the Association, but hat
been hindered from seeking it by considerations of health. He wishes that he hac
acted in an orderly manner, with respect to resuming the ministry. He has nc
disposition to be disorderly.

Question by a member of the Association—You have said that you withdrev
from the Presbytery before charges had been made against you. Did you with
draw before you expected that charges would be tabled ?

Ans. There, brethren, I must acknowledge that you press me too hard. I di
expect that they would bring charges against me.

Qu. Dr. Richards, you have given a sutisfactory explanation of a single instanc
of alleged drunkeness. But it appears by the letter of the Clerk of the Presbyter
of New Orleans. that seven specifications were tabled against you, five of whicl
were held to be fully sustained, and two of them in part. Now were there amn)
other instances of apparent intoxication which might have given occasion to thes:
accusations ?

Ans. None whatever.

Qu. What then do you su?ose these other six specifications to refer to ?

Ans. Before God my final Judge, I cannot tell.

Qu. At any time since you became a minister, have you ever been guilty of an;
gross and scandalous outward sin?

Ans. Never in any conscious moment.

Qu. There has been a good deal said, since your residence among us, with re
gard to your financial dealings. Has there been any thing in theee that you nov
consider to be wrong ?

Ans. When I came here to establish myself, I was without capital, and at m;
time of life could not afford to wait for it, 8o that I was compelled to go a good des
on the “high-pressure” system. In this way I contracted a good many obligation
which I was unable to meet when due. But I hope now to be able to fulfil ther

all
Qu. You have stated that in every instance in which you have officiated as .
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minister since you have been among us, you have distinctly avowed that you were
not in regular standing in the ministry. To whom did you state this in Goshen?

Ans. To Brother Perrin. He came to Litchfield to invite me to preach for him.
I told him that I was a speckled bird, and that he must take me as I was. He still
urged his invitation. .

Qu. Whom did you tell of this at New Preston ?

Ans. Mr. Patterson.

Qu. Whom did you tell at Warren?

Ans. Mr. Taylor, a member of the Society’s Committee.

Qu. Whom did you tell at Wolcottville ?

Ans. There I took it for granted that the people knew the facts.

Qu. What did you say on the subject to the Rev. Mr. Clark, of Cornwall, when
you proposed an exchange with him from Woleottville ?

Ans. I said nothing to him.

Qu. Whom did you inform of your standing at Northfield ?

Ans. The third or fourth Sunday of my preaching there, Mr. Peck reported to
me a remark of Geo. D. Wadhams, Esq., of Wolcottville, to the effect that I was
not an authorized minister of the Gospel, and asked me whether it was true? I
acknowledged that it was.

Qu. Was this at the time of your giving notice of the proposed administration
of the Lord's Supper?

Ans. It was.

{The above oral statement and examination has been written out from notes taken at the
time, and from 'y, and is sub ially, although not in all cases verbally, eorrect.]

Action of the Association, Aug. 16th, 1859.

W hereas, Mr. James Richards, D. D., has requested this Association to take his
case under examination with a view if the Association think proper, to license him
to preach the Gospel,

Voted, To defer final action upon the question of his license to preach the gospel
until the next session of the Association, when, if nothing adverse shall appear to
forbid, he ahall receive the license in queation.

Voted, That Brothers Bacon, Lyman and Churchill, be a committee to make such
inquiries a8 will enable the Association to reach a just conclusion, and report at the
next meeting.

The Association then adjourned to meet at the same place, on the 2Tth of Sep-
tember, 1859.

CORRESPONDENCE OF THE COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY.

To Rev. Dr. Palmer, New Orleans.

{The following letter was written (as appears by the date,) before the meeting at which the
Committee of Inquiry was appoint d; but the answer did not arrive until after that meeting,
and was lald before the Committee, and referred to in their Report )

Liichfield, Conn., Aug. 3d, 1859.
Rev. Dr. PaLMER, Dear Sir:

In a matter in which I need the counsel of some wise Christian minister in New
Orleans, my friend Mr. Chas. H. Lloyd, has recommended me to address you; and
has assured me that you would render me any service which should at the same
time be a service to our common Master and his Church. Having this sort of intro-
duction to you, which I hope will commend me, although unknown, to your confl-
dence, I write to you rather than to the Rev. Mr. Smith, Stated Clerk of the New
Orleans Presbytery, from whom I have already received an official letter, accom-
penied by a very kind and fraternal offer of services.



Eim Park, April 6th, 1859,
Rev. L. W. BacoN, My Dear Sir:

I have been pondering seriously and prayerfully the subject matter of our con
versation this morning, and I must say thut I do not feel entirely clear as to the
course to be pursued.

In view of all the circumstances of the case, it seems to me that I ought no
hastily to commit myself to any definite course in relation to my public and officia
duties. More reflection on my part and earnest prayer to God as well as consultatio:
-with friends who have favoured me with their confidence, and who are deeply inter
ested in my welfare and usefulness as a teacher and a preacher, must be had befor
I can decide on the precise steps to be taken to relieve ministerial brethren fron
the embarrassment which you named. (See Gospel John, 2d: 24th, 26th.)

I had indulged the hope that I was soon to reap the peaceable fruits of my long
and bitter trials—but if I am to taste yet more of the wormwood and the gall, anc
be subjected to still greafer * persis” than those through which I have alread)
passed— God's will be done.

That the great Head of the Church may guide and bless you in all your effort:
to do good and extend the honor of his name, is the sincere prayer of one whe
humbly hopes that he is 8 member of Christ's mystical body, and who now a8 eve:
subscribes himself truly yours,

JauEs RicHARDS.
Tuesday evening.

Answer,
itchfield, Tuesday evening, April 5th,
Rev. DR. RicHARDS, Dear Sir:

Your note (which arrived a few moments since,) I at first intended to answer i1
person; but it seems to me that I can exgmss myself more satisfactorily in writing

I am not at all sarprised that you hesitate in the decision of so importamt ¢
question a8 this which has arisen. I assure you that I sympathize in the struggl
of mind which it must doubtless cost you. It seems to me that your mistake lie:
in acting in the matter before it is decided. The thing which I think must make at
unfavorable impression upon such minds as are already prejudiced against you, i
that while you hesitate to ask the approbation of the pastors, you should have n«
hesitation at all about the far more momentous matter of preaching. I am no
surprised that a bad report (however unjust) among *them that are without,’
should have been deemed by you a sufficient reason for refraining, for a time, fron
being & member of a church: I only wonder that it did not seem even a stronge:
reason for not entering, for a time, upon the position of a minister. I Tim., iii, 7
seems explicit on this point. .

Excuse the roughness of my sentences, I only want to get my meaning out fairly

Bat my object in communicating with you on this subject has been, not t
volunteer advice with regard to your duty,—I should not have alluded to that bu'
for your very frank invitation,—but simply that you might be advised of what ]
concoive to be mine and that of my brethren in the pastoral office. That duty :
conceive to be threefold.

1. Tb the churches. Some rule is necessary to save the churches from ignoram
and unworthy impostors in the pulpit. Among Baptists and (I believe) Englist
Independents the rule requires an examination before the church of which the
candidate is & member, and a certificate of their approbation. Here the rule it
different } but it is the rule nevertheless, and it is indispensable to good order. We
all know you to be an able and learned man; but if we examine no man except or
the suspicion that he is a blockhead, we shall examine nobody at all. My impres.
gion is perfectly clear and satisfactory of your soundness in the faith; but if we,
on the strength of an impression, suffer you to preach as if by our approbation an¢
yet without any credentials, we throw away the only safe-guard of the churche:
against novices and heretics. The Northfield church would have a right to com-
plain that the pastors had been treacherous to their confldence, if we should be
unfaithful in this matter.
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2. We have a duty % you. If any brother becomes the subject of an evil report,
which follows him to annoy him, and to circumscribe his usefulness, obviously the
very first duty and service which we can render him is to inquire into the matter,
and to vindicate him by declaring his innocence. I do not see but that this is
exactly your case and ours. If your case is perfectly clear and satisfactory, all the
more easy for examination; if it is any wise difficult or embarrassed, all the greater
necessity for an examination. If there is no difficulty about satisfying the pastors,
vhdy not do it? If there ¢s difficulty about it, why is it not all the more important
todoit?

The very important consideration which you mentioned this afternoonm, that of
your health, and the importance of avoiding needless excitement, is open to the,
same sort of amswer. The same considerations of health which should lead you to

.avoid an informal conference with the neighboring s, ought to forbid you to

undergo the weekly excitement and fatigue, at the close of your week's laborious
duties, of supplying a pulpit. A providential call to do the latter of these must
seem to be a providential call to do the other first.

I cannot but sympathize with you in the thought of your protracted trials, to
which you so feelingly allude. But it is impossible for me to think it a hardship
that you should not be permitted to over-ride all the laws and discipline of our
churches, or that you should not be admitted to the confidence of the associated
ministers and churches while offering no opportunity to them to satisfy the doubts
of any of their number, touching your character and standing.

3. We owe a duty to ourselves. For all these irregularities we are justly held
responsible, and to all the reproach of flying rumors unfavourable to you, and
which are not brought to investigation and set at rest, we are justly obnoxious, so
long as you occupy this position with our tacit consent. We are so fixed that we
can neither deny the charges, nor disclaim the responsibility. Such responsibility
a8 this I do not think we have any right to assume; nor does it seem just that you
should impose it on us, for even a single week.

As I have said, I assume no authority whatever. You are independent; the
Northfleld church is independent, except 8o far as it may have bound itself by com-
pact. Juet so, however, all the pastors and churches of this district are indepea-
dent. And there is no difficulty in devising action which shall rectify the ‘irregu.
larity complained of, without in the slightest degree trenching on the independence
of church or individual. .

If the relations of parties should oontinue as at present, I should think it my
duty to bring the subject to the notice of the Association at the earliest opportunity.

I close abruptly, for it is long after midnight. But I am happy to know that
T have had too many opportunities to show my personal and neighborly good will,
to make it needful for me to disclaim any motive for the above resolution but such
a8 appear on the face of the letter.  Truly yours,

L. W. BacoN.

Rev. L. W. Baoon, to the Stated Clerk of the Presbytery of New
Orleans.

Litchfield, Conn., April 6tA, 1859
Rev. and dear Sir:

‘Will you have the kindness to send me a statement of the ecclesiastical standing
of Dr. James Richards, formerly pastor of a church in your presbytery.

In case any censure exist against him, if there are also any circumstances that
may mitigate the moral effect of the censure, or if you have any knowledge of a
disposition among the members of the presbytery to reverse or alleviate the sen-
tence in view of facts which have since transpired, I should esteem it a favor to
be advised of them. I write simply by my own authority, but your answer will be
8 kindness not only to me, but to the churches of our common Lord in this region,
into whose pulpits Dr. Richards desires to be admitted.

Wishing to you, and to the church under your charge, the blessing of grace,
mercy and peace, I am yours fraternally,

Leoxarp W. BAOON.



Eim Park, April 5th, 1859,
Rev. L. W. BacoN, My Dear Sir:

I have been pondering seriously and prayerfully the subject matter of our con-
versation this morning, and I must say that I do not feel entirely clear as to the
course to be pursued.

In view of all the circumstances of the case, it seems to me that I ought not
hastily to commit myself to any definite course in relation to my public and oficial
duties. More reflection on my part and earnest prayer to God as well as consultation
with friends who have favoured me with their confidence, and who are deeply inter-
ested in my welfare and usefulness as a teacher and a preacher, must de had before
I can decide on the precise steps to be taken to relieve ministerial brethren from
the embarrassment which you named. (See Gospel John, 2d: 24th, 26th.)

I had indulged the hope that I was soon to reap the peaceadle fruits of my long
and bitter trials—but if I am to taste yet more of the wormwooed and the gall, and
be subjected to still greater “pervis” than those through which I have already
passed— God's will be done.

That the great Head of the Church may guide and bless you in all your efforts
to do good and extend the honor of his name, is the sincere prayer of one who
humbly hopes that he is & member of Christ's mystical body, and who now as ever
subscribes himself truly yours,

Jaues RiCHARDS.
Tuesday evening.

Answer,
stchfield, Tuesday evening, April 5th.
Rev. Dr. RicHARDS, Dear Sir:

Your note (which arrived a few moments since,) I at first intended to answer in
person; but it seems to me that I can express myself more satisfactorily in writing.

I am not at all sarprised that you hesitate in the decision of so important &
question as this which has arisen. I assure you that I sympathize in the struggle
of mind which it must doubtless cost you. It seems to me that your mistake lies
in acting in the matter before it is decided. The thing which I think must make an
unfavorable impression upon such minds as are already prejudiced against you, is
that while you hesitate to ask the approbation of the pastors, you ehould have no
hesitation at all about the far more momentous matter of preaching. I am not
surprised that a bad report (however unjust) among ‘them that are without,”
should have been deemed by you a sufficient reason for refraining, for a time, from
being & member of a church: I only wonder that it did not seem even a stronger
reason for not entering, for a time, upon the position of a minister. I. Tim., iii, 7,
seems explicit on this point. .

Excuse the roughness of my sentences, I only want to get my meaning out fairly.

Bat my object in communicating with you on this subject has been, not to
volunteer advice with regard to your duty,—I should not have alluded to that but
for your very frank invitation,—but simply that you might be advised of what I
conceive to be mine and that of my brethren in the pastoral office. That duty I
conceive to be threefold.

1. To the churches. Some rule is necessary to save the churches from ignorant
and unworthy impostors in the pulpit. Among Baptiste and (I believe) English
Independents the rule requires an examination before the church of which the
candidate is & member, and a certificate of their approbation. Here the rule is
different} but it is the rule nevertheless, and it is indispensable to good order. We
all know you to be an able and learned man; but if we examine no man except on
the suspicion that he is a blockhead, we shall examine nobody at all. My impres-
sion is perfectly clear and satisfactory of your soundness in the faith; but if we,
on the strength of an smpression, suffer you to preach as if by our approbation and
yet without any credentials, we throw away the only safe-guard of the churches
against novices and heretics. The Northfield church would have a right to com-
plain that the pastors had been treacherous to their confidence, if we should be
uafaithful in this matter.
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2. We have a duty { you. If any brother becomes the subject of an evil report,
which follows him to annoy him, and to circumscribe his usefulnese, obviously the
very first duty and service which we can render him is to inquire into the matter,
and to vindicate him by declaring his innocence. I do not see but that this is
exactly your case and ours. If your case is perfectly clear and satisfactory, all the
more easy for examination; if it is any wise difficult or embarrassed, all the greater
necessity for an examination. If there is no difficulty about satisfying the pastors,
whg not do it? If there s difficulty about it, why is it not all the more important
todoit?

The very important consideration which you mentioned thia afternoon, that of
your health, and the importance of avoiding needless excitement, is open to the,
same sort of answer. The same considerations of health which should lead you to

.avoid an informal conference with the neighboring pastors, ought to forbid you to
undergo the weekly excitement and fatigue, at the dose of your week's laborious
duties, of supplying a pulpit. A providential call to do the latter of these must
seem to be a providential call to do the other first.

I cannot but sympathize with you in the thought of your protracted trials, to
which you so feelingly allude. But it i8 impossible for me to think it a hardship
that you should not be permitted to over-ride all the laws and discipline of our
churches, or that you should not be admitted to the confidence of the associated
ministers and churches while offering no opportunity to them to satisfy the doubts
of any of their number, touching your character and standing.

3. We owe a duty to ourselves. For all these irregularities we are justly held
responsible, and to all the reproach of flying rumors unfavourable to you, and
which are not brought to investigation and set at rest, we are justly obnoxious, so
long as you occupy this position with our tacit consent. We are so fixed that we
can neither deny the charges, nor disclaim the responsibility. Such responsibility
a8 this I do not think we have any right to assume; nor does it seem just that you
should impose it on us, for even a single week.

As I have said, I assume no authority whatever. You are independent; the
Northfield church is independent, except so far as it may have bound itself by com-
pact. Just so, however, all the pastors and churches of this district are indepen-
dent. And there ig no difficulty in devising action which shall rectify the ‘irregu-
larity complained of, without in the slightest degree trenching on the independence
of church or individual.

If the relations of parties should continue as at present, I should think it my
duty to bring the subject to the notice of the Association at the earliest opportunity.

I close abruptly, for it is long after midnight. But I am happy to know that
I have had too many opportunities to show my personal and neighborly good will,
to make it needful for me to disclaim any motive for the above resolution but such
a8 appear on the face of the letter. ruly yours,

L. W. BacoN.

Rev. L. W. Bacon, to the Stated Clerk of the Presbytery of New
Orleans.

Litchfield, Conn., April 6th, 1859.
Rev. and dear Sir:

'Will you have the kindness to send me a statement of the eoclesiastical standing
of Dr. James Richards, formerly pastor of a church in your presbytery.

In case any censure exist against him, if there are also any circumstances that
may mitigate the moral effect of the censure, or if you have any knowledge of a
disposition amon? the members of the presbytery to reverse or alleviate the sen-
tence in view of facts which have since transpired, I should esteem it a favor to
be advised of them. I write simply by my own authority, but your answer will be
a kindness not only to me, but to the churches of our commeon Lord in this region,
into whose pulpits Dr. Richards desires to be admitted.

Wishing to you, and to the church under your charge, the blessing of grace,
mercy and peace, I am yours fraternally,

Laoxarp W. BACOK.



Eim Park, April 6th, 1859,
Rev. L. W. BacoN, My Dear Sir:

I have been pondering seriously and prayerfully the subject matter of our con-
versation this morning, and I must say that I do not feel entirely clear as to the
course to be pursued.

In view of all the circumstances of the case, it seems to mo that I ought not
hastily to commit myself to any definite course in relation to my public and official
duties. More reflection on my part and earnest prayer to God as well as consuliation
with friends who have favoured me with their confidence, and who are deeply inter-
ested in my welfare and usefulness as a teacher and a preacher, must be had before
I can decide on the precise steps to be taken to relieve ministerial brethren from
the embarrassment which you named. (See Gospel John, 2d: 24th, 26th.)

I had indulged the hope that I was soon to reap the peaceable fruits of my long
and bitter trials—but if I am to taste yet more of the wormwood and the gall, and
be subjected to still greater “ perils” than those through which I have already
passed— God's will be done.

That the great Head of the Church may guide and bless you in all your efforts
to do good and extend the honor of his name, is the sincere prayer of one who
humbly hopes that he is a member of Christ's mystical body, and who now as ever
subscribes himself truly yours,

. JauEs RICHARDS.
Tuesday evening.

Answer.

Litchfield, Tuesday evening, April 6th.
Rev. Dr. RicHARDS, Dear Sir:

Your note (which arrived a few moments since,) I at first intended to answer in
person; but it seems to me that I can express myself more satisfactorily in writing.

I am not at all surprised that you hesitate in the decision of so important &
question as this which has arisen. I assure you that I sympathize in the struggle
of mind which it must doubtless cost you. It seems to me that your mistake lies
in acting in the matter before it is decided. The thing which I think must make an
unfavorable impression upon such minds as are already prejudiced againat you, is
that while you hesitate to ask the approbation of the pastors, you should have no
hesitation at all about the far more momentous matter of preaching. I am not
surprised that a bad report (however unjust) among ‘‘them that are without,”
should have been deemed by you a sufficient reason for refraining, for a time, from
being a member of a church: I only wonder that it did not seem even a stronger
reason for not entering, for a time, upon the position of a minister. I. Tim., iii, 1T,
seems explicit on this point. .

Excuse the roughness of my sentences, I only want to get my meaning out fairly.

Bat my object in communicating with you on this subject has been, not to
volunteer advice with regard to your duty,—I should not have alluded to that but
for your very frank invitation,—but simply that you might be advised of what I
concecive to be mine and that of my brethren in the pastoral office. That duty I
conceive to be threefold.

1. To the churches. Some rule is necessary to save the churches from ignorant
and unworthy impostors in the pulpit. Among Baptists and (I believe) English
Independents the rule requires an examination before the church of which the
candidate is a member, and a certificate of their approbation. Here the rule is
different } but it is the rule nevertheless, and it is indispensable to good order. We
all know you to be an able and learned man; but if we examine no man except on
the suspicion that he is a blockhead, we shall examine nobody at all. My impres-
sion is perfectly clear and satisfactory of your soundness in the faith; but if we,
on the strength of an impression, suffer you to preach as if by our approbation and
yet without any credentials, we throw away the only safe-guard of the churches
against novices and heretics. The Northfield church would have a right to com-
plain that the pastors had been treacherous to their confidence, if we ahould be
uafaithful in this matter.
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2. We have a duty o you. If any brother becomes the subject of an evil report,
which follows him to annoy him, and to circumscribe his usefulness, obviously the
very first duty and service which we can render him is to inquire into the matter,
and to vindicate him by declaring his innocence. I do mot see but that this is
exactly your case and ours. If your case is perfectly clear and satisfactory, all the
more easy for examination; if it is any wise dificult or embarrassed, all the greater
necessity for an examination. If there is no difficulty about satisfying the pastors,
whgo not do it? If there is difficulty about it, why is it not all the more important
todoit?

The very important consideration which you mentioned this afternoon, that of
your health, and the importance of avoiding needless excitement, is open to the,
same sort of answer. The same considerations of health which should lead you to

.avoid an informal conference with the neighboring pastors, ought to forbid you to
undergo the weekly excitement and fatigue, at the cdlose of your week's

duties, of supplying a pulpit. A providential call to do the latter of these must
seem to be a providential call to do the other first.

I cannot but sympathize with you in the thought of your protracted trials, to
which you so feelingly allude. But it i8 impossible for me to think it a hardship
that you should not be permitted to over-ride all the laws and discipline of our
churches, or that you should not be admitted to the confidence of the associated
ministers and churches while offering no opportunity to them to satisfy the doubts
of an€vo(‘ their number, touching your character and standing.

3. We owe a duty to ourselves. For all these irregularities we are justly held
responsible, and to all the reproach of flying rumors unfavourable to you, and
which are not brought to investigation and set at rest, we are justly obnoxious, so
long as you occupy this position with our tacit consent. We are so fixed that we
can neither deny the charges, nor disclaim the responsibility. Such responeibility
a8 this I do not think we have any right to assume; nor does it seem just that you
should impose it on us, for even a single week.

As I have said, I assume no authority whatever. You are independent; the
Northfleld church is independent, except so far as it may have bound itself by com-
pact. Just so, however, all the pastors and churches of this district are indepea-
dent. And there is no difficulty in devising action which shall rectify the ‘irregu-
larity complained of, without in the slightest degree trenching on the independence
of church or individual.

If the relations of parties should continue as at present, I should think it my
duty to bring the aul;ject to the notice of the Association at the earliest opportunity.

I close abruptly, for it is long after midnight. But I am happy to know that
T have had too many opportunities to show my personal and neighborly good will,
to make it needful for me to disclaim any motive for the above resolution but such
as appear on the face of the letter. ruly yours,

L. W. Bacoxw.

Rov. L. W. Baoon, to the Stated Clerk of the Presbytery of New
Orleans.

Litchfield, Conn., April 6th, 1859.
Rev. and dear Sir:

‘Will you have the kindness to send me a statement of the eoclesiastical standing
of Dr. James Richards, formerly pastor of a church in your presb{tery.

In case any censure exist against him, if there are also any circumstances that
may mitigate the moral effect of the censure, or if you have any knowledge of a
disposition among the members of the presbytery to reverse or alleviate the sen-
tence in view of facts which have since tranapired, I should esteem it a favor to
be advised of them. I write simply by my own authority, but your answer will be
a kindness not only to me, but to the churches of our common Lord in this region,
into whose pulpits Dr. Richards desires to be admitted.

Wishing to you, and to the church under your charge, the bleasing of grace,
mercy and peace, I am yours fraternally,

LaoNarp W. Bacox.
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Answer.
Row. fir Warren, Aug. 35¢h, 1869.
v, Sir:

In reply to yours of the 34th, I will say that when we engaged Dr. Richards to
preach for us, we supposed him to be in good standing. Nothing was said on thas
by us to hém, or by him to us; neither did we suspect anything to the con-
trary, until he had been with us some four weeks, and then it came from such a
source I did not credit it. Idonotrooolh&mwolhmrhghimnymyﬂm
about his difficulty at New Orleans, until the Sabbath of his illness here. At
time the committee asked him the question, Why he did not tell them of his stand-
WMyengagede? His reply was, How can a man tell these things of
? ?

As to the cause of his illness here, I have no means of knowing it to be different
from what he states.
Respectfully yours, H. J. TaY10R.

To Isaac D. Patterson, Esq, New Preston, Conn.

(This letter was mutato nomine, substantislly the sams with the leiter to Mr. Taylorof War
ves, omitting the second paragraph.}

Answer.
New Preston, 6th, 1859.
Dear Sir: Sept. 6, 135¢

Youra was received in due time; negligence is my excuse for not answering it
sooner.

You make some inquiries about Dr. James Richards; Whether any conversation
passed between us, on the subject of his standing in the ministry? Whether he
made any statement, to me on this subject, when he was in New Preston, and if so
what?

I do not now recollect that he did make any statement with reference to hig
standing in the ministry ; nor would he be likely to, if his standing was not good,
a8 I now suppose it was not.

‘We did not hire Dr. Richards o supply our desk. We had engaged Mr. Hemp-
stead to supply it for a few months, and in the mean time Mr. Hempstead wished
to ba absent for one or two Sabbaths, I think two, and Dr. Richards preached for
him during his absence. I supposed at the time his standing was good as a minis-
ter of the gospel, and that he had clean papers, although I did not inquire of him
for his credentials; but have since learned that he has been silenced or suspended
by two different Presbyteries. Rev. Mr. Hempstead, I suppose, could give you all
the information you need on the subject.

Yours truly, L D. ParTERSON

Fo Rev. L. P, Hickok, D. D., Schenectady, N. Y.
Vioe-President of Union College.
Awg. 25, 1859,

[Aftar the statement of the fact of Dr. Richardse's application and examination, and the
appolntment of the Committes, the letter proveeds :)

'Will you have the kinduess to tell me whether, from facts within your persenal
kpowledge, you have formed any clear and decided opinion of Dr. Richards'a fitnesa
for the gospel ministry, and partioularly on the points of truth and veracity?

Also whether there is any such common fame against him for inveracity as would
affect his credibility aa a witness in hia own behalf ?

If you can contribute anything in the way of counsel or suggestion that can help
us to & wise and just conclusion, we shall receive it gratefully. * * *

Yours truly,
L. 'W. Bacox.
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Answer,
Union College, Augusi 27th, 1859,
Dear Bir: %

I have not doubted the propriety of Dr. Richards’s deposition from the gospel
ministry, though the facts on which it was grounded were not within my personal -
know From sources of information that I suppose myself obliged to credit,
I have felt convinced that both before and since his depogition, his conduct was
wholly unworthy a Christian minister; but from my personal knowledge I can say
nothing. I should much prefer to hear of confession and promises of reformation,
h}th:n, a8 you"uy, @ vindioation of his integrity throughout the whole course of

I have rejoiced to understand that his conduct and success as a teacher have
been 8o favorable since his residence at Litchfleld, and I should wish to do nothing
to discourage or embarrass him ; but it becomes a different matter, when he asks for
admission again to preach the gospel. That office should not be sought or given,
without high and unquestionable standing.f * * * * * #

I would do all I might to help him in business and socially; I could not aid in
putting him into the ministry without greater evidence of reformation.

Most cordially,
L. P. Hioxox.

* % ] think Rev. Henry Mills, D. D., Auburn, would be a better source
from which to obtain information about Dr. Richards than myself. He is friendly
to him and knows, I think, much more than I do. He has friends who live in and
near Morristown, where Dr. Richards was some years settled.

To Rev. Geo. B. Cheever, D. D., New York.

August 25, 1859.

After b otatement of Dr. Richards’s lication, examination, and the appointment
Ootﬁlnltuo,thohmrm:] s P of the

Dr. Richards informed us that during the pendency of his trial before the Pres-
bytery of Elizabethtown, he was acting as temporary supply of your pulpit; and
that after he returned from New Orleans under censure, you stood by him as a
friend and adviser, and that it was in accordance with your advice that he deter-
mined to act “in total disregard of that censure.”

‘Will you have the kindness to inform us how far these statements of Dr. Richards
are in accordance with the facts as you remember them ?

Also, (as Dr. Richards has made reference to you) please state whether you are
prepared to recommend him to us, from your know of his character, as a man
worthy of being commended by us to the confidence of the churches as a candidate
for the Christian ministry,. * * #* :

‘Yours respectfully, L. W. Baoox.

Answer.
New York, Sepé. 20¢h, 1859.
My dear 8ir:
have

I been absent several weeks, and regret that your letter ahould remain so

unanswered.
bﬁy recollection of the circumstances to which you refer, in regard to Mr.
Richards is very imperfect indeed, but accords with his statement of the matter. I
have known nothing at all concerning him for a considerable time, but as to the
censure of the Presbytery of New Orleans, to which you refer, I remember thsas
my conviction was that it deserved not to be regarded, and that he could safely act
in entire contempt of it. I know nothing against his character as a candidate, and
should rejoice to see him settled and useful as a Congregational minister.
Yours most truly, GBoRGE B. CHEEVER.

1The paragraph here omitted gives account of a transaction which it is not necessary here ta
detail. If the omitted lines are called for by the friends of Dr. Richards, they can be prodused.

3¢
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To Frederick Stripger, Esq., New Orleans.
Aug. 36th, 1869.
Dear Sir: v- 364, 1

Dr. James Richards, formerly of New Orleans, but for three years past a resident
of this place, has officiated a number of times in several churches of this
potwithstanding the censure which rests upon him from the Presbytery of
Orleans. Being remonstrated with for this irregularity, he has finally presented
himulf to the Litchfield SBouth Association, of which I am a member, and been

h&pﬂmhonfornlkmntom His statements before the

were in vindication of his entire eamr,) made a very favorable

impression on tho pastors present, but it was thought wise to defer final action in

the matter, until inquiries should have been instituted by a Committee appointed
for that purpose, of which I am chairman.

I wrote at once to my friend, Rev. E. R. Beadle of Hartford,* him to
give me the mame of some wise and faithful member of the Third Preg
Church whom I might addrees in the matter. He gave me two names, of which
yonmmono tndmoord.l?;l y I write to you to ask :—

1. What is your opinion of the moral and religious character of Dr. Richards ?

2. In your ju nt, can the phenomens which were considered as evidence of
drunkenness by Pmbytery of New Orleans, be accounted for as the effect of
bodil or mental

is the dﬁngopmion,hthl‘hud?mbytaﬁnﬁhumh,ﬂﬁ
mdu;Dr.BMs’er.upe&nymthmmudvmdtymdm
perance

Answers to these questions, with any suggestions which will be likely to aid us
in to & wise and just ooneinsion, will be a valuable service rendered to the
oause and church of Christ in this part of the country.

Yours in Christian respect and duty,

L. W. Bagox.

{Anocther eopy of the abowe letter was addressed (0 Wm. €. Raymond, Esq., Nsw Osleans.)

Answer.
Now Orivane, Sept. 284, 1859,
Dear 8ir-:

AAbsonco from the city has prevented me from responding to yours of 36th

Asamtnguinthobotﬁﬂ of]:refmchuda,i y testimony is on reeord,:ndwm
probably in due time be placed before you. subsequent expression of opinion
therefore does not appear to me to be pro “gr,e;{emllyutherbmryofwhioh
I am a member may be called upon to action in the case. I therefore
‘waive the answers to your three questions.

1 would however suggest that the action of our Presbytery, compesed of men
umhMumbeﬁmndinourobnmb,shmﬂdnothehghﬂymmd,
Tho patience, prayerful attention, deep sorrow and solicitude for the absent

all confirm their faithfulness, and the results of that investigation can only be
ueribodtod:espmtml dneoofthogn-tﬂudol’tbechum

Brother F. Strin addressed, concurs in the foregoing, and begs
you to acocept it in o!.tor;mlanm
othupoothlly
W. €. RaYnO¥D,

Elder, 3d Presbyterian Church.

.!ncmd&ommmqhﬂhlﬂrmuwm ofice he wmas
sucoeeded by Dr. Richards.
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To Rev, Henry Mills, D. D., Auburn.

August 31st, 1869,
[After stating the circumstances of the appointment of the Committes, and that De. Hickok
had recommended addressing Dr. Mills, for answers to the two questions which had been put
to himself, the letter proceeds :—]

I trust, 8ir, that I need no farther s for addressing to you the samg
inquiries which I put to Dr. Hickok. We shall be truly grateful, —pastors and

charches,—for any pertinent information, and shall ially rejoice if your answers
shall tend to corroborate the statements of Dr. Ri and thus restore him to
the canfidence of the churches and of the public.
Answer,
. Avbure, N. T, Sept, 6th, 1859
Dear Str: T
Yours of 31st ult. was duly received,

Any hope I may have of him about whom you inquire, looks to the future, not to
the past; and must have for its basis his acknowledgments and the evidence of his
amendment, rather than *his own vindication of his entire career as & minister, as

Se Pr‘:lnml:yjmm;hd opportunity for observation

veral years have any
of his course. After soveral experiments in different and mmﬂmmm
been renewedly on probation at Litchfield now for three years;—aend if your
Association can unite in the testimony that during that peried nothing hee eceurred
malang questionable his veracity or sobriety, I wonld rejoice,—though his selfr
vindication, I must confess, excites some fears of relapse.
mrﬁe'ubﬁhfunhmmlt%wd »"ﬁ’?&,wn hﬂ: nothing. I

say m por have said too mu utw appealed
to, I could not well say less, nor, honestly, otherwise, dy

With much regard, yours, Huxry Mmis.

To Rev. Theodore L, Cuyler, New York,
['The same qusstions were sddreasad 23 fo Drs. Hickok and Mills,)
Answer.

reeraz=) PR o, 1000,

.Bev. and dear Brother:

You write me in regard to poor Riéchards, whose oarecs has been & sad and

wretched one indeed.

His first ministry was in my native town, Aurora, N. Y. There ho had no
character for “veracity.”

Then he preached in Morristown, N. J., (my moffer's native tows,) and there b
Yost his character for “sobriety.”

‘What Mr. Richards is now I do not know. I Aape he has reformed. But whenI
used to know him, he was licentious, untruthful, and addicted to strong drink. If
M. Richards is s changed man,~thoroughly changed, and you know it,—then

Our old fri . Henry W , knows more
of Richards than any man in America. Wils 0 Avm.

!Mm.nhhﬁ-lhmnowmdmmdmhtlnhoﬂdwmm
mwwmﬁmurﬂmmmmwﬂmw@u

Exouse haste. Frankly fratemally yours,
) Tawe. L. CvyLan

*This igjonotion has beem removed by Ms Quyler.
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To Rev. James T. English, Liberty Corner, N. J.,
Sated Clerk of the Presbytery of Elizabethiown.

(The Committee wrote]

... “To ask the favor of a copy of the charges and specifications, and the action
of the Presbytery upon them; also of any subsequent action that may have been
:ke:d.gythe Presbytery, after their record in the oase had been submitted to the

yn

Answer,
Liberty Corner, N. J, 13th, 1889.
Rev. and dear Sir: ’ Sept. 156,

Yours of the 5th instant is at hand. The records of Presbytery in the case of
Dr. Richards are voluminous. I will try and give you the substance in brief.

You ask for the “charges and specifications tabled, &c.;—The action of the Pres-
bytery upon them; also any subsequent action that may have been taken by the
Presbytery after their record in the case had been submitted to the Synod.”

1. Charges and specifications, &c.

Charge first; Drunkenness.

The specifications under it are eight in number,—times and places all different,
and one on a Sabbath named “‘in pulpit morning and evening.”

Charge second; Lewd and profane Language.

The specifications are three in number.

Charge third; Abusing his wife by frequently defaming her character, assaulting
her and striking her with violence.

e specifications are four in number.

Charge fourth; and

The specifications are three.

Ch.mﬂnh; Attempling to have slicit intercowrse wWith e——— ——— in his own
house about the middle of February, 1850.

2. “The action of the Presbytery upon them.”

¢ Resolved, first, that the 1st and 2d charges are proved, that the 3d and 4th
charges are proved in part, and that the 5th charge is not proved at all. But that
the criminality of Dr. Richards is in the view of Presbytery greatly modified on
the ground of insanity. :

“ lved, secondly, that the judgment of this Presbytery in view of the whole
case is this: that Dr. Richards be requested, and he is hereby enjoined to demit
the functions of the ministry, until the meeting of this Presbytery in Oct. 1852."

Ten members “® pmteated lg&i.nst the prooeedi.ngs a8 in"egulnr, on the g'ronnd
that no formal vote was taken and recorded, as to the guilt or innocence of the
accused a8 to the charges on which he had been tried.”

Dr. Richards *submitted to their decision, and would endeavor to conform him-
self to their advioe, according to his ordination vows. At the same time, he asked
for himself their sympathies and prayers, in the difficult and trying circumstances
in which he was placed.”

3. “ Any subsequent action,"” &c.

Allow me to say that 5o action of any kind was taken in the case by the Presby-
tery, after their record had been submitted to the Synod. All that the Pres
did, they did before their decision in the case came before the upper judicatory for
approval. Dr. Richards was suspended Nov. 15th, 1851. The period for which he
was suspended, terminated at *the meeting of this Presbytery in October (first
Tuesday) 1852.” The records of the Presbytery came up regularly for review two
weeks (third Tuesday of October, 1853,) and did not include (they never do)
the doings of the Presbytery at the meeting two weeks previous,—when “Dr.

mpermittedtomumetheduhuofhmoﬂeo,mdmlodoingh

® The date of this minute is Nov. 1851,




ry of Elizabethtown; and that all the representations and explanations herein
:l?v:nminmrdmoowiththem
J. T. Emgrimn, Siated Olerk.

To Thos. Beals, Esq., Canandaigus, N. Y.
Doss i Sept. 1¢h, 1859,

A brief statement of the circumstances in which I write will be a sufScient
q)olog to you for my liberty in addressing you.
ommundoroonmofdopodﬂon of the Presbytery
of New Orleans, huapphedwthenmhﬂddﬁouthmmdwm I am l
member, mmmwmem%bymmmmmﬁn
license to preach. His statement Association, (which made v«yfavenbh
impression) was in vindication of his Christian character through the entire eourse
of his ministry. ltovuygranmpnﬂuﬁudthomm seom to the
Association unwise to to act finally upon it, until they had inquired into
the TTth of Beptember, appointing. for- the "““é‘.‘: e Commitie of Tnquiry, of

] ptember, ap for the meantime a ttee of
which I am chairman. '

My friend, Henry W. Taylor, Esq., wﬂtestome,innpli‘m inquiries, that
he has had no opportunity of personal knowledge of Dr. since he became
& minister, and suggests that you oouklgiveuemmnd informatien than

yotherpersonmthltoommum? im‘g:nmoe oeuolaluch,bothtq
Dr. Richards, and to the purity and order of of Christ, that I venture
to submit to you the same questions, substantially, wlnehlukod of Mr. Taylor.

1. Whether from facts that have come within your personal knowledge, you have
formed any clear and decided opinion on Dr. Richards's character in general, and
particularly as concerns his moral fitness for the Christiap ministry ? and if sq,
‘what that opinion is ?

3. Whether you can communicato to us any authentic facts that either corroborate
or discredit Dr. Bioharduuootﬂmofhhmmdwtydwr
throughout the period of his

Your answers to these questions wnll have great weight with our body, and will
be thankfully rooewmupocmuymjoioe,if they shall tend to recommend

Dr. Richards to our
Respectfully, and truly yours, L. W. Baoox.

Answer,
Canandaigua, 1044, 1859,
Doar 8ir: Sopt. 108,

Yonrlot&orot'lthinat.isjustreoelnd. My neighbor, Judge Taylor, hurel‘omd
to me to answer “whether from facts that have come within your personal
mwladgo,you have formed any clear mddoddodopinion of Dr. Richards's
and particularly as concerns his moral fitness for the Christian

lnmstryt andifso,whdt}mtopinionin Whether you can communicate ta
any suthentic facts that either corroborate or discredit Dr. mm.ma
hispuﬂtymdmmgﬂtyofohnmterthmughontthowhdopoﬁod of his ministry ¢
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T answer, your letter is respectful, and I respond promptly. Yhave had no corres-

mdenee with Dr. Richards since he left Morristown, N. J. That he has been deposed

the ministry, I have no evidence, except the New York Observer, in which I

read the announcement and without comment. I have ngt made inquiry, and know

nothing but what comes through his children. They are daughters, 14 and 16

years of age, and have lived in my family many years. I ask no questions, and

am without information. It appears to me you cannot go behind the record. You

must go to the body who severed the relation. You have been his neighbor for

many years. Is he of good report in your midst? This question being settled,
you are well prepared then to act ecclesiastically. Very respectfully,

Your most obedient servant,
TrOMAS BEALS.

To Rev. O, E. Daggett, D.D., Canandaigua, N. Y.

Tth, 1869.

My dear Doctor: ot

1. What is your opinion of Dr. James Richards, formerly of Penn Yan, and
what are your reasons for it?

3. What is the public opinion of him in Western New York, especially among
:rib:o a;:lm g;)od men who have had opportunity of personal knowledge of him, and

ut hi

I write on behalf of the Litchfield South Association, to whom Dr. Richards has
lately applied for license to preach, asserting his innocence of the charges preferred
againat him at New Orleans, and that he has held fast his integrity throughout the
whole period of his ministry. His statement made a favorable impressicn on the
brethren present, but they adjourned the case until the 27th inst., and appointed &
Committee of Inquiry, for which I write, as chairman, * * *

‘With kind remembrances, &c., L. W. Bacox..

Answer. »
Canandaigua, 10th, 1869.
My dear 8ir: Sept 100k

I have received your letter of the 7th inst. asking, 1st, What is my opinion of
Mr. James Richards, and what my reasons for it: and 2d, “ What is the public
opinion of him in Western New York, especially among wise and good men who
have had opportunity of personal knowledge of him and about him ?”

To the 1st question, I answer; my personal acquaintance with him was never
more than slight and casual, and I have not now met him for several years,
nor did I ever investigate the charges and prooceedings against him, either in New
Jersey or in New Orleans: hence I have no business to pronounce an individual
opinion on his merits.

To the 2d I answer: As far as I have heard him spoken of in Western New
York, his reputation as to integrity and sobriety is not good.

Yours sincerely, 0. E. DAGGETT.

To Charles B. White, M. D., New Orleans.

[The inquiries addressed to Dr. White are given in full in his reply. He was a member of
the Presbytery of New Orleans at the time of the trial and excommunieation of Dr. Richards,
Dr. White is a practising physician. His answer did not reach the Committee till after their
Report had been made,] '

Answer.
Dear 8ir: New Orleans, Sept. 9th, 1869.
" You inquire )
1st. “In your judgment, can the phenomena which were constdered by the Pres-
bytery of New Orleans to be evidence of drunkenness in Dr. Richards, be accounted
ttti"on l;ntho effect of bodily or mental disease, simulating the symptoms of intoxica-
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In answer: The evidence which I heard at the trial of Dr. Richards, left no
doubt in my mind that the ‘‘phenomena™ above-mentioned were the effects of
intoxication. I do not think they could be considered the manifestation of mental
or bodily disease.

Query 2d. ‘“How are opinions divided in the Christian community of New
Orleans with respect to the justice or injustice of the ecclesiastical sentence
agalnst Dr. Richards?" -

Answer: 1 am not aware of any division of opinion in regard to the matter
mentioned in this previous question.

Dr. Richards, a8 you are probably informed, was upon one occasion picked up in
the streets in a supposed state of intoxication, and carried to the watch-house until
morning, and an account of the affair published in one of the daily papers. The
Christian community were so saddened by the grievous wound to the cause of their
Maater, that as little as poesible was said about the occurrence, and I myself never
heard a word of censure in regard to the course of the Presbytery, nor have I
known of any objection made by Christians or others to the ecclesiastical sentence

upon Dr. Richards.

Query 3d. ‘ Would it, or would it not, in your view, be possible to account for
facts in the Dr. Richarde's life at New Orleans on the idea that he was a man of
integnty and purity of character 1"

: I think the facts in Dr. Richards's life in New Orleans do not consist
withtheldeathathewuamof integrity of character.

The evidences of frequent duphcu.y, and unmistakeable falsehood, persistent
through months, I presume had much welght in deciding the Presbytery to pro-
nounce the sentence of excommunication the church.

I would respectfully suggest that a copy of the minutes of the trial from the
Presbyterial records would furnish to the Association the means of arriving at a
satisfactory conclusion.

Youwﬂlobservethatlbavenotmpondodtooueoxpnuion of the third ques-
tion,—*" pursly of character.” Not knowing precisely the force of the expression, I
have not said anything upon that point. At this distance of time, I do not recollect
that any evidence of licentiousness was brought forward against him.

Allow me to hope that your associates ahd yourself may be led by the Holy
Bpirit to opinions and actions which will conserve the purity of the church, and
render honor unto our Master. With respect, I remain, -

Yours truly, . C. B. Wmra.

To Rev. M. L. P. Thompson, D. D., Buffalo, N. Y.
[Mmmn.Mmquuumwuawmuamnm.nmmwmukzj

Sept. 13¢h, 1859,
Qu. 3. It has been intimated to me that reports seriously to the disparagement
of Dr. Richards’s character were in circulation before he left Western New York.
If this be true, can you suggest an explanation why theee reports were not made
subject of inquiry by the ecclesiastical courts to which he was then amenable ?

Answer.
Buffalo, Sept. 11th, 1869,
Rev. and dear Sir:

1 am really sorry that you have found it necessary to address me on the subject
of your letter. Personally, I have no knowledge of any of the things for which
Dr. Richards was deposed from the ministry. I am nevertheless constrained to say
that the settled convictions of my mind are all opposed to his restoration. I have
no doubt that it is better for him and for the church that he shall continue as he is.
As his own friend, were I consulted, Iahouldadviaehnmtonmun%ulet. I may
hlvebeenmidnformed,butmybeliet’,onthemonyofthm 0 know him
best, is that he is still addicted to the occasional excessive use of intoxicating
drinks. For eleven years past I have had no communication with him. At that
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oWn obsetvation, which eatisfied mé that he

‘was a dishonest and dishonorable maii. I can not attempt & detailed narrative of
maiters, but should be ready to if ealled upon.

re) of Dr. Richards generally in Western New York, it is

ubtedly bad. I do not think that those who know him have any confidence in

i Dr. Gridley of Waterloo, who can s far more

I can. Dr. Gridley had personal d with Dr.

In answer to your 3d question, I can only say that at the time of my leaving
Cansndaigua I was not aware of the existence of any rumors prejudicial to Dr,
Richards's character. If there were any after that, ous to going to New
Jéirey, I apprehend that they were not of a ciently tangible character to
any public attion. Dr. Gridiey, I know, felt himself greatly sggrieved by
in relation to some pecuniary transaction, and was forced, I think, to use legal
femedies ; but the grievance did not reach the point of extreme irritation, ff 1 am
correctly informed, until about the time of Dr. 's removal. My impression
is that the rumors in that region, which might have called for public investigation,
did not beoome fiagrant, in any sensb, until his removal from it.
Richards may be a thoroughly reformed man. I should be sorty to do him st
injustice. If the action of your Association is to be based on the evidence of his
presest fitness to exercise the ministerial office, then I apprehend you have no con-
cern with the old matters which he was deposed, unless he now denies them.
If the question relates to the old matters, you have a wide field of inquiry before
mﬂ;:{lviﬂﬂnditmhhvﬂﬁ:.dhoknh&p,bufmmmham
oon¢ on.
I beg to say in closing that I have a very pleasant remembrance of you and but
for the occasion, should have felt a real pleasure in this revival of our acquaintance.
Praying for your welfare, and that your Association may be guided aright in its
aotion on ‘the case bafore you, I am with love,

Truly yours, M. L. P. TaoursOR.
To Rev. J. T. English, Stated Clerk, Liberty Corner, N. J.
Sapt. 17th, 1869.

... 1. Please to give me the specifications under charge 2d, “ Lewd and profane
language,” and charge 4th,  Provarication and falsehood.”

2. Did the Synod take any action, when the case came before them “on the
record,” in disapproval of the action of Presbytery? ... ~

Answer.
Liberty Corner, N. J. 23d, 1859.
Rev. and desr 8ir: BT, Biept 334,

Your second letter of inquiry in the matter of Dr. Richards is at hand.

You make two points :

I The specifications under cha 2 and 4.

A. Charge 2d; *“Lewd and profane " Specifications, three:

1. At his own house in the early part of July, 1849.

2. At his own house and at Ira 0. Whitehead's, also on his way to Trenton in
January, 1850.

8. At Ira C. Whitehead’s, Feb. 1st, 1850, also at other places.

B. Charge 4. ' Prevarication and fhlsehood.” Specifications, four:

1. Denying, contrary to fact, that he used strong drink except when advised
thereto by his physician. .

3. Denying that he had ever abused his wife.

3. Falsely asse that he had been invited by €ho session, or one of 18 mem-
bers, to resume the pulpit after he had given it up.

® The Committee hnd not suficient thine t0 gétun amswer from Dr. Gridiey, befure the
monting.



4. Saying that Mr. Voorheos and Deacon Prudden had told him that his useful-
ness was at an end, and then denying that be had said so.

II. “Did the Synod take any action . . . . in disapproval of the action of the
Presbytery ?”

A few preliminaries, here, if you please.

The charges were tabled Aug. 19, 1851, and the suit commenced by the examina-
tion of the first witness, Sept. 2nd. Between seventy and one hundred witnesses
were sworn; many of them were recalled, and some of them for the third or
fourth time. A very large number of letters were read, besides & variety of docu-
ments, sessional records, etc., etc. Between twenty-five and thirty days were con-
sumed in the investigation, and the decision was at last reached on a Saturday
evening at a late hour, about the middle of November. Presbytery had come
together on Wedneaday to decide the case, (expecting to return home the day fol-
lowing,) but were not able to do so until the evening of the fourth day. By this
time all were wearied and anxious to get home. Some had obtaired leave and gone.
Much confusion prevailed; different motions were offered, and papers read, and
votes taken, &c. * Some oried one thing, and some another; for the assembly was
confused, and the more part knew not "—what to do. In the midst of the confu-
sion, “ the calling of the roll was commenced,” but was soon *suspended to give
place for a minute on which the members of Presbytery might unite, and during
the discussion of said minute” another paper was offered and adopted, but was
afterwards ‘‘on motion reconsidered.” * r its reconsideration” the paper was
adopted, the substance of which I sent you before. Even this was not satisfactory
to many of the Presbytery, and five members had *leave to dissent from the judg-
ment of the Presbytery,” and fen members protested “ on the ground that no for-
mal vote was taken and recorded as to the guilt or innocence of the accused as to
the charges on which he had been tried.”

This protest, or the irregularity in the proceedings of the Presbytery which was
:h;e ground of it, formed the basis of the action which the 8ynod took in its review

Our reco:

This action I will now give you. A, B, and C were appointed a Committee on the
records of the Presbytery of Elizabethtown, and subsequently reported to Synod
that the records be approved, azcept, &c., on pages 643—4, vol. 2, in the case of
Dr. Richards, the Committee recommend the following exceptions :—

“1st. That it was due to the accused to have had a direct vote of the Presbytery
on each charge, and that the Presbytery ought to have taken such vote instead of
uniting the vote as they did after the vote on the second charge.

#2d. That after deciding that Dr. Richards could not be considered guilty on
acoount of insanity,* yet because the decision was * not satisfactory to some,” and
notice of protest having been given, a new resolution was adopted, declaring that
four of the charges were proved in whole or in prrt, and that his criminality was
n‘:o‘fh::id on the ground of insanity,—this course the Committee consider irregular

ust.

% The Committee finding that Dr. Richards submitted to the result, and that he has
been permitted by the Presbytery to resume the functions of the ministry, do not
think it necessary to recommend any farther action than that the report of the
Committee ?ppointed to examine these records be entered on the minutes of the
Presb, ad

nme is the whole of the report of the Committee of S8ynod, and the adop-
tion of said report was the only action taken by Synod in the case.

The foregoing is, I believe, about all you ask for at present. If at any subsequent
time you need further information in the matter, it would afford me great pleasure
to furnish you with whatever it is in my power to commanicate. * * *

Yours truly,
. J. T. EneuisH.

* This was the paper first adopted by the Presbytery, and afterwards reconsidered:

4
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CORBESPONDENGE OF DR. RICHARDS WITH MEMBERS
.OF THE ASSOCIATION.

(The following letters are dated a few days after the appointment of the Committee of In-
quiry, and after their correspondence had beem commenced and was in progress. Inasmuch
‘as the case of Dr. Richards was pending before the Association before the presentation of his
petition for licenss, it is obvious that it remained before them after that petition was with-
drawn, This sudden shift was not suffered to interrupt the business of the Committes.]

Dr, Richards to the Moderator of the Association.

Litchfield, Saturday, Aug.20th, 1859.
Rev. Mr. Lyuax, Moderator of Litchfield Association South.
Dear 8ir:

Since the arrival of the Rev. Dr. Wadsworth in this place, I have had a con-
ference with him touching my application to your body; and he advises me to take
the direct method of seeking restoration to the ministry laid down in the Book of
Discipline of the Presbyterian Church, and the Rev. Dr. Walter Clarke concurs. I
therefore withdraw my application for license, that I may refer my case at once to

‘the Presbytery of New Orleans. Yours respectfully,
JauEs RICHARDS.
P.8. My case is now, 80 far as my request can make it, on the way to New
Orleans, and you are relieved of all concern tn it J. R

Dr. Richards to Rev. George J. Harrison.
SCRIBE OF THE ABSSOCIATION.

Saturday evening, Aug. 20th, 1869.
My Dear 8ir:

After conference with the Rev. Dr. Clarke of the Mercer Street Presbyterian
\Church, New York, and with the Rev. Dr. Wadsworth, of the Arch Street Church,
'Philadelphia, I am advised by them to withdraw at once my application for licen-
sure, made to your body, and I have notified accordingly the Moderator of the As-
sociation of my withdrawal. My object is to make & direct appeal to the body un-
der whose censure I am now suffering—the only body which can fully restore me.*
“The Presbytery of New Orleans are already memorialized to this effect. . My ap-
plication to your Association is a nullity, and the papers containing that apphcatxon
-are my property on every principle of civil as well as of ecclesiastical law. You
will therefore at once restore them to me. And on behalf of the church of North-
leld, of which I am & member, and to whom I regularly minister, at their unani-
‘mous call, I would request the return to them of the memorial addressed to your
:Association on my behalf.
I am yours respectfully, JAMrs RICEARDS.

%g. 859.
D s.

Your favor of the 20th inst., reached me on the evening of the 22d.

" It would afford me pleasure to 'return to you the papers containing your applica-
tion to the Litchfield South Association for licensure, did the propriety of it depend
only upon my disposition to oblige you.

A moment of reflection, however, will show you that it is impossible for me to
do so. The application was committed to my charge not by yourself but by the
Association,—subject to their directiop and not your own. I, of course, hold my-
self responsible to them for its safe keeping.

Moreover, your request is evidently founded on an inexplicable misapprehen-
sion of the case. Your application to the Association for licensure, instead of be-
ing & “nullity,” is an historical fact—a part of the record of the .Association, and

¢ Compare Dr. Richards's Memorial, p. 10. *“I turn to you, dear bretliren, &o.”
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the basis of their still unfinished action; and the papers, instead of being your
* property on every principle of civil and ecclesiastical law,” are the property of
the Association, not only on all principles of civil and ecclesiastical law, but on that
very obvious principle of common sense, that the documents of a correspondence
belong to the party to whom they are addressed and delivered, and not to the per- -
son from whom they come.

Allow me to suggest that you would act most regularly, if you were to make
your application to the Association of which I am in this matter only a servant;
and upon their order I should cheerfully comply with your request.

With earnest desires that this unpleasant matter may so result as to promote the
happiness of all concerned, the interests of religion and the glory of God, I am

Respectfully yours, Gxo. J. A
Scribe of Litchfield South Association.

Dr. Richards to Rev. George J. Harrison,
Litchfield Ct., Sept. 29th, 1859.
My Dear Sir:

Please return to my address at Litchfield the paper signed by me, and addressed
to the Litchfleld Association South, on or about the middle of August last and
which paper you have acknowledged to be in your hands.

I am respectfully yours, &c., in haste, Jauxs RICHARDS.

Dr. Richards’s Request for a Recommendation from Mr. Bacon
to the Presbytery of New Orleans.

{On the evening of Saturday Aug. 20th, (the date of Dr. Richards’s withdrawal of his peti-
tion for license,) his attorney called on the Rev. L. W. Bacon, with the 'following paper, to
which there were no signatures, but which he labored with much talk to induce Mr. Bacon to
sign.)

“To the Presbytery of New Orleans:

“ Having heard that James Richsrds has applied for restoration to the Pres-
bytery of New Orleans, on the ground of confession and reformation, we the un-
dersigned who have known him intimately for the last three years, certify to the
Presbytery that we have observed nothing in his life during the aforesaid time,
which in our judgment ought to discredit his confession or hinder his restoration.

“ Litchfield Aug. 20th, 1859."

Mr, Baoon’s Testimonial.

[Mr. Bacon wasastonished at this request, coming within four days of the statements, written
and oral, which Dr. Richards had laid before the Association. He accordingly called upon the
attorney of Dr. Richards to accompany him, and went to the house of Dr. Riehards to ask aa

explavation of the * confession and rep " of sins of which he had just, with the most
solemn adjurations, declared himseif to be innocent ; Dr. Richards answered, * My desr fellow,
I can explain that in a moment,” and averred that by * confessiom and ! ,” he only

meant to acknowledgo that in a it of unconsciousness he might have committed nome outward
act of sin, in which case he was sorry, and hoped that it might never occur again. In accord-
ance with this explanation Mr. Bacon offered to prepare such a paper as would not be ambig-
uous ; which he did as follows :—}

2o the Presbytery of New Orleans:

In the matter of the petition of the Rev. James Richards, D.D., to your body to
be restored to the fellowship of the gospel ministry on the ground of confession
and reformation, I desire to say :—

That I have been well acquainted with the petitioner for the space of three
years past, during which time I have understood him to maintain and profess his
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innocence of any conscious moral delinquency in the matters for which he has been
accused before your body and condemned ;

That understanding the confession of Dr. Richards to signify this simply, that he
defers to the testimony of others with regard to matters on which his own con-
science does not aocuse him, I have no personal knowledge of anything in his life
during the time aforesaid which should hinder the Presbytery from accepting his

- confession and restoring him to good standing in the ministry;

That in my judgment, his exercising of the functions of the ministry while un-
der the censure of deposition, although a grievous violation of the order and cus-
tom of the churches of God, nevertheless, if considered as the act of a man not con-
gacious of having incurred the moral guilt of the outward sins for which he was
condemned, might justly be looked upon with lenience by your reverend court, and
that in the event of your removing the censure resting on Dr. Richards, I believe
there would be no disposition among the brethren of the ministry here to make
these irregularities a bar to receiving him to our fellowship on the offer of creden-
tials from you;

That since my acquaintance with Dr. Richards, I have had occasion to witness a
painful proof of his liability to violent attacks of mental aberration, attendant on
physical disease, which urgently demands for him the sympathy and kind judgment
of Christian men, and tends to corroborate his explanation of those appearances
which were the ground of his condemnation before the Presbytery ;*

Finally, that if the Presbytery should see the way clear, in view of all the facts, to
restore Dr. Richards to the ministry, and to present him to us a8 a brother in regu-
lar standing, it will be a subject of great joy to myself and to other pastors in this
neighborhood, and will give us unfeigned pleasure to welcome him to our fellow-
ship. - LeoNarD W. Bacox,

Pastor of the First Church of Christ in Litchfield.
Litchfield, Aug. 32nd, 1859.

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY, AND AC-
TION OF THE ASSOCIATION.

[The Litchfield South Association met, according to adjournment, on the 27th of Septembder,
1859, and the following Report was submitted by Messrs. Bacon, Lyman and Chaurcbill, Com-
mittee.)

The Committee of the Litchfield South Association appointed *to make such
inquiries ” in the case of the application of James Richards for license to preach
‘“as might lead the Association to a wise and just conclusion,” respectfully report:

That they have used all diligence and impartiality in fulfilling their commission,
and have reached the following result:

1. That there exist against Dr. Richards evil reports, so aggravated in their
nature, 8o extensively believed in the communities where he is best known, and
advanced on the responsibility of men of such eminent character for sound judg-
ment and Christian charity as to be in themselves, whether true or false, in some
measure a disqualification (I. Tim. iii, 2, 1,) for the ministry of the Gospel.

See Letters of Rev. B. M. Palmer, D.D., Rev. David Magie, D.D., Rev. Laurens
P. Hickok, D.D., Rev. Henry Millsy D.D., Rev. Theodore L. Cuyler, Rev. O. E.
Daggett, D.D., Rev. M, L. P. Thompeon, D.D.

“ Allusion is here made to the sickness and delirinm of Dr. Richards which ensued on his
“{liness ” at Warren. Mr. Bacon was personally attendant on Dr. Richards through that per-
{od of delirium, and at that time, and for a long time after, accepted and urged those appear-
ances of bodily and mental disease as a sufficient explanation of the reports of drunkenness at
‘Warren, and as corroborative of Dr. Richarde's defense with regard to the matter at New
Orteans. But develop ts subsequent to the writing of the above letter to the Presbytery of
New Orleans, leave no room to doubt t-at Mr. Bacon was deceived, and that the appearances
in question were the result of intemperance. It will be noticed that the date of the above letter
was before the crushing proofs of Dr. Richards's falsehood had come to the writer's knowledge.
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2. That the charges against him of Drunkenness, Falsehood and Fraud are so
distinctly presented, on the authority of responsible names, as to make it perfectly
easy for Dr. Richards to bring them to issue, and challenge the proof; and that
some of them seem, from our information, to be so uniformly believed, in the most
influential and friendly quarters, as to make this course on his part, a matter of
pressing expediency and obvious duty; 8o that in the event of his neglecting to
seek such an issue of these charges,—still more, in case of his evading opportuni-
ties which present themselves of meeting them,—and most of all, in case he ghall
persist in his resumption of the functions of the ministry in deflance or evasion of
those safeguards of its purity which are at once the probation and vindication of
the character of its members,—the conclusion of Dr. Richarde's guilt of these charges
will be almost irresistible.

See Action of the Presbytery of New Orleans, in the case of Common Fame vs.
James Richards, Letters of Rev. Laurens P. Hickok, D.D., Rev. Theo. L. Cuyler,
Rev. M. L. P. Thompson, D.D.

3. That the Inquiry which has led to the above results, was undertaken because
we wished to decide, not on the former character of the petitioner, but on the
question of his present veracity in solemnly asseverating before us his integrity
and purity from any scandalous sin throughout his whole career in the ministry;
and that the reports and accusations above mentioned afford, until challenged and
refuted, strong grounds for the charge that this solemn asseveration was a false-

ood ;—a charge which is sustained by the subsequent conduct of the petitioner,
in withdrawing his petition immediately on the appointment of a Committee of
Inquiry, and presenting to another body a request to be restored to the ministry on
the ground o}) confession, repentance, and reformation.

4. That our inquiries present to us the following additional grounds for the

of falsehood against Dr. Richards.

A. In his written stalement to the Association; that he stated:

(1.) “That he was fully and honorably acquitted of any moral delinquency or
obliquity by the Presbytery of Elizabethtown and by the Synod of New Jersey.”

Contradicted in the Letters of Rev. David Magie, D. D., and Rev. J. T. English,,
and in Records of the Presbytery of Elizabethtown.

(2.) That “never to his recollection had he officiated as a minister of religion
within our bounds, without a special invitation from the resident pastor or Com-
mittee of Supply.”

Contradicted (except as the saving clause ‘‘to my recollection,” may protect it) in
the letter of Isaac D. Patterson, Esq., of New Preston.

(3.) That “not even then " (had he officiated as a minister) * without an explicit
avowal of his unfortunate position as a minister under the censure of a Southern
Presbytery.”

Contradicted in the letters of Isaac D. Patterson, New Preston, and Henry Tay-
lor,* Warren.

B. In his oral statement to the Association, that he stated:

(1.) That after his resignation at Morristown, on returning to that place, he found
circumstances which led him to demand a judicial inquiry.

Contradicted, as to its intent and import, by the letter of Rev. Dr. Magie.

(2.) That the charges on this inquiry were * Intemperance,” * Falsehood” (which
oonsisted in declaring that he was not intemperate) and “ Profane Swearing” (which
occurred as he was in the cars, on the way to the Retreat for the Insane.)

Contradicted, as to its import and intent, by the Records of the Presbytery of
Elizabethtown.

(3.) That there was only one instance in New Orleans in which he had the
appearance of intoxication.

Contradicted in letter of Rev. Dr. Palmer.

(4.) That he told Isaac D. Patterson of New Preston, before accepting an invitation
to preach, that he-was not in regular standing.

* This was a mistake. The written statement of Dr. Richards on this point related te churches
within the bounds of the Lijchfleld South Association. Warren is in the morthern half of the
county.

ty. 40
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Contradicted in Mr. Patterson's letter.

(5.) That he told Mr. Henry Taylor of Warren the same.

Contradicted in Mr. Taylor's letter.

0. In a statement to Rev. John Churchill, and to Deacon Charles Adams, that
most or many of the members of the Presbytery which deposed him were men of
scandalous lives.

Contradicted in letter of Rev. Dr. Palmer.

5. That the statement last above mentioned affords grounds for laying against
him the charge of calumny as well as of falsehood. !

6. That in the act of accepting engagements to preach in vacant pulpits, asif in
regular standing in the ministry, without explicitly avowing his position, Dr. Rich-
ards appears to have incurred the guilt of obtaining money mﬁﬁe confidence of
churches under false pretenses.

7. That we find no evidence of injustice in the action of the Presbytery of
New Orleans, after the refusal of Dr. Richards to submit to ita authority and
answer its citation,—in proceeding to agi‘:dicate the case; and that in his with-
drawal from the Presbytery when, by own confession he apprchended that
charges would be tabled against him, his refusal to submit to their authority, and
his disregard of their censure by persisting in the functions of the ministry, he
appears to have been guilty of a violation of solemn covenant, and a breach of his
ordination vows.

See statements of Dr. Richards to this Association, written and oral. *Form of
Government of the Presbyterian Church,” Chap. XIV. vii, 4.

8. That it is alleged against Dr. Richards by Common Fame that on the morning
of a certain Sabbath in the Spring of 1867, he entered the pulpit of the church in
‘Warren in a state of drunkenness; and that this charge, although contradicted b
himself, nevertheless, from its wide notoriety, and the prevalent belief of his guilt
among the people of Warren, demands impartial investigation.

See Letter of Geo. Starr, Esq., of Warren.

9. That the reputed character of Dr. Richards's business transactions, during
his residence in Litchfield, has been such as to create a Common Fame which
demands impartial investigation.

10 That it appears upon inquiry that the general reputation of Dr. Richards
where he has been best known, before his residence in Litchfield, with respect to
truth and veracity, is such a8 to affect the credibility of his statements as & witness
in his own behalf.

See letters of Dr. Palmer, Dr. Magie, Mr. Cuyler, Dr. Daggett, Dr. Thompson.

On the other hand,

11. That 8o far as we have learned, Dr. Richards possesses the entire confidence
of the church in Northfleld, to whom he has been ministering on Sundays for
about six* months past.

See memorial of the church in Northfield to the Association.

The following PREAMBLE AND RESOLUTIONS were unanimously adopted.

Whereas Dr. James Richards has expressed a desire to withdraw his memorial
to this body to be recommended to the churches as a candidate for the ministry,
and has presented his petition to the Presbytery of New Orleans (under whose
censure he now lies) for restoration to the ministry ;

1. Resolved, That the petitioner have leave to withdraw; and that the scribe be
instructed to return to him, at his request, his memorisl, retaining a copy to be placed
on file.

I1. Resolved, That although the residence of the petitioner within our bounds,—
the fact that his irregularities amongst us had been brought to the notice of this
body,—and the fact that he pleaded that he was debarred by circumstances from
a fair hearing before the New Orleans Presbytery,—justified us in entertaining his
case upon his urgent petition: nevertheless we recognize the Presbytery of New
Orleans as the proper body to decide on the question of his restoration to the min-
istry; and that we are gratified that he has made application directly to that body.

“ This was & mistake. Nearly tsn moanths has elapsed sinee Dr. Richards had begua te
preach at Northfield.
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IIL Resolved, That in order that the Presbytery of New Orleans may be possessed

of any information which we can give, that may aseist them in reaching a wise
and just conclusion, in a matter in the wise disposal of which we are interested,—
a capy of our action relative to this case, and of the report of the Committee of
Inquiry be transmitted to said Presbytery, with the salutations of this body.

IV. Resolved, That although the matter of Dr. Richards's church-membership is
nowise under the cognizance of this body, still, as members of sister churches, we
owe a duty to the church which has received him to her communion, and to him-
self; and that the facts which appear against the character of Dr. Richards be
brought, in due time and form, through the prescribed steps of Christian discipline,
if needful, to the notice of the church in Northfield.

V. Resolved, That the Scribe be instructed to return to the Northfield church, at
their request, their memorial to this body, retaining a copy to be placed on file.

VI. Resolved, That the Presbytery of New Orleans be respectfully requested to
favor us with a copy of their Record in the case of Common Fame versus James
Richards, and in the matter of the petition of James Richards to be restored to the
ministry, for the guidance of this Association, in case we shall be called to take
further action on the matter in hand.

VII. Resolved, That Brethren Bacon, Lyman, Churchill and Averill, be appointed
& committee to carry the above resolutions into effect. .

ACTION OF THE PRESBYTERY OF NEW ORLEANS,
OcToBER, 1859.

[In the Presbytery of New Orleans, at its fall meeting in 1859, the Petitlon of Dr. Richards
t0 be restored to the Church and Ministry was considered, and the action taken which is con-
tained in the following extract from the published minutes of that meeting.]

The committee to whom were referred and recommitted the papers in the case of
Dr. Richards, reported a minute in reference to the case, which was read and con-
sidered, item by item, and amended, after which it was adopted seriaiim, and then
unanimously adopted as & whole. The report is as follows:

REPORT ON DR. RICHARDS'S OASE.

The committee to whom were referred the papers in the case of Dr. James Rich-
ards, beg leave to submit the following minute as the action that should be taken in
the premi

ses.
These papers, as the Presbytery already knows, from hearing them read in open
court, congist—

1. Of Dr. Richards’s memorial and petition, praying that the sentence of deposi-
tion and excommunication, passed by this Presbytery on the 23d of January, 1856,
and under which he now lies, be revoked: and that he may be restored to the fel-
lowship of the church and the functions of the gospel ministry.

2. A hrgeﬂngmbebl; i:fs testimonials in flavor of Dr. lBichuds, signed by many
persons certified as highly respectable and reliable.

3. A long correspondence between Dr. Richards and the chairman of this com-
mittee, upon the points involved in the memorial of the former.

4. A petition from the Congregational church at Northfleld, praying for the re-
moval of Dr. Richards’s sentence.

5. A second petition to the same end, signed by a number of ladies of the North-
fleld church.

6. An authenticated copy of the records of the Litchfleld South Association,
showing the action of that body upon his application to be recognized and author-
ized by them as a Gospel minister.

7. A certified copy of the application made by Dr. Richards to that body, togeth-
er with—

8. A certified copy of a report of a Committee of Inquiry, appointed by said As-
sociation, to investigate the truth of certain rumors affecting the Christian charac-
ter of Dr. Richards.



36

The Presbytery might, perhaps, avoid the responsibility of framing a judgment
upon these various documents, upon the ground that, as Dr. Richards, since his
deposition, has connected himself with another branch of the Christian church, and
has been by them, in accordance with their usages, licensed to preach the gospel,*
his return to this Presbytery is thereby barred. Inasmuch, however, as Dr, Rich-
ards in his petition desires to place himself under the jurisdiction of this court; and
inasmuch a8 both the particular church of which he is a member, and the Litch-
fleld South Association, desire that the case should be issued by us, this Presbytery
chooses not to stand upon a legal technicality, but to meet fairly the responsibilities
of rendering & decision upon the merits of the case as presented in the documents
referred to.

After a careful examination of the same, Presbytery does not see its way clear
to revoke ite former sentence, simply because there 18 no satisfactory evidence of the
sincerity of Dr. Richards's professed repentance.

The considerations which lead the minds of Presbytery to this unfavorable opin-
ion, are as follows:

1. The confession made by him to this Presbytery was not spontaneous, but

prompted by the advice of others, and only made when obstacles were presented
to his reception by the Litchfield South Association.
. 3. Nowhere in his petition and memorial, nor in any of his letters, does Dr.
Richards confess the particular offense for which he was deposed, as a matter of
personal consciousness, and involving moral guilt; but contents himself with a
general acknowledgment of sin, which any other person might as properly sub-
scribe.

3. The fact that while professing repentance before this body, and praying to be
restored upon the ground of confession, Dr. Richards maintains a theory by which
to explain the facts and appearances brought out upon the trial, consistently with
the assertion of his moral innocence throughout, a theory which is destructive of
his confession, and which does not, in the judgment of this Presbytery, at all meet
the facts in the case. Even, however, admitting this explanation; while it might
be a reason for restoring him to the communion of the church, the Presbytery still
adjudges, that the honor of the gospel ministry cannot safely be committed to the
keeping of one who is subject to the mental aberration therein assumed, and which
has led to such disastrous results.

4. His contumacious disregard of the authority of this body in persisting in ex-
ercising the functions of an office from which be had been deposed, which contn-
macy, instead of being frankly confessed, is, by strong implication, extenuated and
justified.

B. The contradiction in spirit, tone, and language, between his memorial to this
body and his written application to the Litchfield South Association, with only an
interval of seven days between the writing of the two papers.

6. His calumnious misrepresentations and insinuations against the character of
those, both living and dead, who constituted the court by which he was tried and
condemned.

7. The evidence furnished by the records of the Litchfleld South Association, of
repeated misrepresentation in his statements to them. Though these may not be
considered as substantiated, having never been submitted to a judicial investigation,
they yet leave him under such a cloud of doubt as forbids this Presbytery, under
the requirements of the Book of Discipline, chapter b, section 16, to grant the prayer
of the petitioner. Upon all these grounds, be it now

Resolved, That the prayer of James Richards be not granted, but that the Pres-
bytery sees in the documents submitted to it, additional reason for judging him un-
worthy to exercise the office of a minister of the Gospel

Resolved, That this action be communicated to James Richards, to the Northfleld
church, and to the Litchfleld South Association.

* It is difficult to conj by what this impression eould have been made on the
minds of the Presbytery. See Appendix, No. V, last paragraph.
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Capy of the Charge and Specifications under which Dr, Richards
was Convioted in 1856.

{In connection with the foregoing, was communicated to the Litehfleld SBouth Association &
copy of the Charge and Specifications in the ease of Common Fame vs. James Richards,
‘1ssued by the Presbytery of New Orleans, Janusry 1856, as foflows :)

The Committee appointed by Presbytery to investigate the rumors affecting the
standing and reputation of Dr. James Richards, beg leave respectfully to report;
That they find the rumor accusing Dr. James Richards of intoxication at various
times, wide-spread and permanent, and they therefore recommend and consider it
the duty of Presbytery to institute judicial process against him, on the charge of
:limnkenness brought against him by Common Fame, under the following specifica-
ons, to wit:

Firsr. That on a certain evening appointed for his second lecture to the young
men of the Third Presbyterian Ch in the month of April or May, 1864, being
shortly previous to his installation, Dr. Richards was evidently so much intoxi-
cated as to be unable properly to conduct the exercises, and was obliged to discon-
tinue them.

SzoonD. That at &« Wednesday evening Lecture to the Third Presbyterian Church,
in the early part of July, 1854, he was go much intoxicated as to be unable to con-
duct the services without difficulty; and on the subsequent day was found at home
under the influence of ardent spirits.

THIRD. That at & Wednesday evening Lecture o the Third Preebyterian Church,
in the latter part of November, 1854, he was evidently intoxicated, and one or two
days subsequently was found in a gross state of intoxication about the Post Office,
and in the “ Continental” coffee-house, [corner of Custom House Street and Ex-
Ic‘h_nng%:l&n;lley,]hndlyabhtomd,mdwuhkenhominm condition by J. J.

ugenbuhl.

Fourrte. That on Friday, Dec. 32d., 1854, being the day appointed for the Pre-
pam?:z Lecture, Dr. Richards was quite intoxicated on the streets, in the neigh-
borhood of the Post Office: drank & glass of liquor at the “ Duty” coffee-house
Lcorner of Bienville street and Exchange Alley,] n&pened intoxicated in the Omni-

us, and after his return home was prevented by friends from preaching that eve-
ning, lest he should betray his condition. ;

FirtH. That on Wednesday, February 28th, 1855, at his residence at Capt. James
‘Whann's house, Dr. Richards was under the influence of liquor during the middle
and latter part of the day, the effects of which had not all disappeared at the time
of lecture the same evening, in the Third Presbyterian Church.

SixtH. That on Thursday, March 1, 1855, he was quite intoxicated, and gave
evidence of it by violent manners and intemperate and inconsistent language, at
Mr. Toy's office in Exchange Alley.

SEvENTH. That on Friday, March 2d, 1856, he was found unconscious, apparently
from liquor, at 8 o'clock in the morning, by the Police, and taken to the watch-
house; and being afterwards discharged by the Recorder, was seen much intoxi-
cated at a coffee-house in St. Louis street; and was finally seen coming out of the
Post Office still under the influence of liquor; and was taken home in a state of
nervous excitement and physical exhaustion by Capt. James Whann.*

Report adopted, and charge preferred.

The result of the trial was, that the general charge wae sustained,—specifications
1, 2, 3, 5, 6, wholly, specifications 4 and 7, in part.

Sentence, deposition from the ministry and excommunication from the church.
Certifled, H. M. Suar, 8. C,, Presbytery of New Orleans.

® Notice the consecutive dates of the last three specifications, and compare the aecounts
given of the affalr, above, p. 12, and Appendix, p. &
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CONFERENCE AND CORRESPONDENCE OF THE COM-
MITTEE WITH MEMBERS OF THE NORTHFIELD
CHURCH. .

[Before the result of the petition of Dr. Richards to the Presbytery of New Orleans was
known, he had signified his intention of paying no respect to the icipated adverse decisi
of that body. And after that decision was ascertained, his course was such as to make it

bable to the bers of the Litchfield South Association that they would be compelled to
dve public warning to the churches with regard to what they knew touching his standing and
character. But they were unwilling to proceed to this painful duty, until they had used every
other expedient. They felt especially that every effort ought to be made privately to disabuse
the people at Northfleld of the delusions which Dr. Richards had practised upon them.

Accordingly, on the 28th of November, 1859, two members of the Committee of the Litchfield
South Association having the matter in charge, held an interview, by previous appointment,
with some half-dozen * who seemed to be piliars” in the Northfield church. The interview
was chiefly occupied with reading the correspondence of the Committee of Inquiry, without

orarg The imp made by these documents seemed to bo one of mrprho
and eonmrnnlon. One or two present remarked, “it is perfectly overwh " Tnd
the expressions of the Northfield brethren were such that the chairman of the Committee of the
Association, then present, feit bound to caution them against judging Dr. Richards too hastily,
and to suggest that the first question for them was mot whether Dr. Richards was guilty, but
whether the evidence to which they had listened afforded sufficient ground of suspicion to
Justify an investigation; and in answer to a request for advice, he pointed out the prescribed
steps of Christian discipline One of the church-members present, Deacon John Catlin, declared
his intention of beginning the p of discipline without delay; and the Committee took
their leave with strong hopes of a quiet end of the publie scandal,

But, a few days after, one of the members of the Committee received from Deacon Catlin the
following letter, written subsequently to an interview between the writer and Dr. Richards.]

Dea. John Catlin to Rev. L. W, Bacon.

. Northfield, Dec. 2, 1859.
Rev. L. W. Bacox, Dear Sir:

At the close of our interview on Monday, I felt it to be a sad reality that we
must part with Dr. Richards; and knowing as I did the strong hold he had gained
on the affections of this people, the future looked ominous of evil, and only evil.
I saw no ray of hope beaming upon our church; and I wished—yes, I did wish—
that the Doctor had never entered our pulpit. But when I thought more leisurely
of what we had heard, it seemed to me that those asserted facts should be received
with some grains of allowance.

‘Why, here was a brother in our church accused of great moral dehnquencles,
both before and since his reception by us; the latter consisting principally in his
denial of the former charges—charges with which, as affecting present character,
we had nothing to do. I thought of the resolutions adopted unanimously by this
church—and also by the society—on the 8th of November, (a copy of which I in-
close herewith ;) I thought of the full confidence of our people in the Doctor as a
Christian minister; I thought of his apparently heartfelt devotion to the spiritual
interests of this church and people; and then I said to myself “These things can-
not all be so. There must be another side of the picture to be looked at before we
pass sentence of condemnation. And unless this case be an exception to general
rules, there must be some palliating circumstances, and many of these asserted
Jfacts will be found to have no foundation in truth.” I admitted fully the sincerity of
your belief, and the honesty of your intentions, yet I did think that you had taken
a one-sided view, and I knew that you would utterly fail of convincing this people
that brother Richards is not a Christian man, and one worthy to be our minister.
I said “Mr. Bacon is young and inexperienced; Mr. Bacon is ardent and impulsive;
and he will look back in coming years on the transactions of to-day with sorrow—
with sorrow that he allowed himself to be made the tool of others in searching
among the graves of the buried past, for the evidences of a brother's imperfections.”
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And now, my dear Sir, we know there are many things said against the Doctor;
‘we know that some, and we believe that many of these reports are unirue. We have
received him as a brother into dommunion and fellowship with us; and till his un-
worthiness is proved beyond a peradventure, it is, I believe, the unanimous disposi-
tion of this church and Bociety to give him their sympathy and support.

In conclusion, let me express the hope and the heartfelt prayer that the Associa-
tion will allow us, without further interruption, to labor together for the upbuilding
of Zion and the salvation of souls.

In gospel bonds, sincerely yours,
J. Carwix.

RESOLUTIONS OF THE CHURCH IN NORTHFIELD, INCLOSED IN THE FOREGOING
LETTER.

W hereas, The Rev. Dr. Richards, a brother beloved, and in good and regular
standing in this church, has been thwarted in his efforts to obtain the removal of &
previously existing censure; and

W hereas, This failure has been apparently the result of means and influences
the most unjust and inimical; and

Whereas, He was received into this church only afier the most searching and
thorough examination of his grounds for Christian hope; and

W hereas, We have seen in his manner of life, in his walk and conversation, ab-
solutely nothing, to censure or condemn :

Therefore be it by us, the Congregational Church in Northfield, and it és by us
hereby

Resolved, That brother Richards has our undéminished confidence and esteem;
and that we hereby pledge to him whatever of sympathy, of encouragement and support
we, as a church are capable of bestowing.

And be it furthermore by us

Resolved, That in view of the course taken by ecclesiastical bodies and members
thereof, we justly may and do rejoice that we have assumed the position of a Free
and Independent Church.

Resolved finally, That believing as we do, that the call of a church constitutes the
highest earthly authority for the exercise of ministerial functions, in and over that
particular church, we do hereby express our desire that Dr. Richards should con-
tinue with us as our Teacher, our Counsellor and Gutde.

The above Preamble and Resolutions were adopted by the church and the Society
wnanimotisly in their meetings on the 8th of November, ultimo.

Answer.
Litchfield, Dec. 5th, 1859.
My dear 8ir, -

I was sincerely gratified to receive from a Northfield man a letter so
courteous and Christian in its ¢erms, as yoursof the 2d inst., although I cannot
agree with its conclusions. I do not know that it requires an answer, but I will
remark upon a few points:

1. I do not take it hardly of you that you are not disposed to be governed in this
matter by my opinion. I believe you are right in speaking of me as “young,
ardent and impulsive.” But my opinion in this matter is the opinion of every mem-
ber of the Association 80 far as 1 have heard them express themselves; and not only
80, but when I stated the case to the New Haven Central Association a foew weeks
since, the answer was unanimous as to the course which our Associstion ought to
pursue. The singular and unaccountable mistake of several in your church seems
to be in supposing that this business is some affair of mine. My brother Averill,
or brethren McKinstry, Lyman, Vaill, Murdock, &c., are neither “ young” nor “im-

”n
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2. 1 think you mistake in saying that the moral delinquendies charged upon
Richards as committed since his reception by you * consist principally in his denial
of the former ” This i8 one only of some nine or fem specifications under
the single charge of lying. Besides this charge there are charges of drunkenness,
calumny, obtaining money under false pretenses, and breach of solemn covenant;
all of which have taken place sinoe his residence in Litchfield, and most of which
sinoe his reception into your church.

3. Is it not a grave mistake to say that with the former “as affecting
present character you have nothing to do?” With former sins and repeated
of, you certainly would have no concern. But is it so with wilful and scandalous
sins denied or ldustiﬂed? I put the question to your impartial common sense.
There can be only one answer to it among unprejudiced persons.

4. After the first impression made upon your mind by the correspondence which
we read to you, you thought lst, of the resolutions of your church, 2nd, of the
confidence of the Northfield people, 3rd, of Richards's apparent devotion, (three
things by the way which seem to have no earthly bearing on the merits of the case)
and “said to yourself” ‘there must be another side to be looked at before we pass
sentence of condemnation.” Just the thing, my dear brother, that I said o you be-
fore you had thought of all these things at all! You will remember that in answer
to your question, I said that no man ought to be condemned without a hearing;
but that.the evidence which even to your mind was *overwhelming,” and which
has made the same impression on the mind of every person who has exam-
ined it, was a sufficient ground, not of ‘paasing sentence,” but of {nstituting an ex-
amination. There may be, as you say, palliating circumstances. It may be, by
an imaginable possibility, that some of these ‘asserted facts” shall “ be found to
be without foundation,” asserted though they are, some of them, on the testimony
of several unimpeachable, disinterested, uncollusive witnesses, against the word of
one impeached witness, and he the defendant himself, in & desperate emergency,
testil in his own behalf. Be it so. Can there be anything better for the cal-
wmni man than to invite, persuade, or even constrain him to meet the charges
and refute them? Would there be ‘any inhumanity in suggesting to Dr. Richards,
if his own delicacy did not demand it, to retire from public ministry until you had
investigated these chargea? Do you not believe that this course would bring forth
his righteousness as the light, and his judgment as the noonday, both of which are
under a cloud of suspicion?

8. You believe that I will one day be sorry “that I allowed myself to be made
the tool of others in searching amonﬁfhe graves of the buried past for the eviden-
ces of a brother’s imperfectiona.” e word tool, implies generally, in such a use,
that one has been deceived and beguiled into accomplishing the sinister ends of
other parties. Now all my action in this matter was in fulfillment of a grave, pub-
lic trust. The rest of the Association say that they act from the same considera-
tions,—do you know that they do not? The vote under which the Committee were
required to act was drawn by Dr. Richards's counse], and urged on our adoption by
him. And the whole inquiry was started by the petition of Dr. Richards. Of
which of these parties was I the * tool?”

But again, I was not employed in searching, specifically, * for the evidences of &
brother’s imperfections.” He had come to us requesting an examination of his
case. Through his counsel he had requested the appointment of *a Committee to
make such inquiries as will enable this Association to reach a just conclusion.”
(These are the words of the vote in Dr. Clarke’s handwriting,) and the Association
had done just that, no more. As Chairman of the Committee thus appointed, I
did exactly what was required, no more, no less. Suppose the result hzrobeen (as
I at one time most warmly hoped,) a file of letters in complete vindication of Dr.
Richards; would not my course have been right? And since it turned out differ-
ently, was it any the less right?

6. In conclusion, you hope that the Association ¢ will allow you without further
énterruption to labor together ” with Dr. Richards, &c. Pray tell me what interrup-
tion the Association has ever practised on your affairs? No communication has
ever been presented on the subject from the Association to the church. No opin-
ion has ever been expressed by the Association as to the course of the church.
Certainly no jurisdiction over the church has ever been claimed either by the
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Association, or by any member of it. What possible fear can you have then of
being *tnlerrupted t”

The very hope which you express of not being interrupted, will show you one
thing, if you will think upon it for a moment. And that is, that the church in
Northfield is just as independent now as it was before their vote to withdraw from the
Consocistion, and not one jot more. Then, you were liable to an expression of public
disapprobation from sister churches, and you are liable to that now. Then, if you
had thought best to employ for your minister & man convicted and degraded for
infamous crimes, that man would have been liable to public exposure and disgrace
at the hands of the Association, and he cannot escape that now.

Two or three questions I beg you to ponder:

1. I8 it not somewhat strange that in response to between thirty and forty letters
sent out indiscriminately to those who have had opportunity of knowing Dr. Rich-
ards, including his own references, and those who, we were assu were his
friends, asking impartially for things in confirmation or contradiction of his self-de-
fense, ALL who had anything to say, testified nst him ?

2. Is it not strange, if there was anything unjust or inquisitorial in our instituting
the inquiry into Dr. Richards's character, that ALL the brethren of the Association
should have conspired to commit the injustice?

3. If Dr. Richards had led a holy, temperate life at New Orleans; if he had been
the victim simply of disease for two years, is it not strange that ALL the members
of his Presbytery, including members of his own church, should unite in pronoun-
cing him worthy not only of deposition but of excommunication? His defense was
a8 good there as here; is it not strange that there was not one to protest, or even to
dissent ?

4. In the face of your nrg:: petitions and of his memorial, is it not strange that
at the late meeting of the bytery of New Orleans there should have been not
one to vote for Dr. R's. restoration? and that (in the language of Dr. Palmer's
letter,) there is a prevailing and (so far as he knows) a universal conviction that Dr.
R. is wholly devoid of moral principle? Has he no friends there? no physician
that knew his infirmity ? no intimate that could protect his character?

5. Is it not strange that if so monstrous an outrage was committed by the Pres-
bytery as to try 8 man without giving him a chance to be heard, Dr. Richards did
not appeal to the S8ynod to have the sentence reversed? Is all the world, without
any exception but the Northfleld church and Dr. Cheever, engaged in & conspiracy
against this innocent man?

6. If the action of the Association is arbitrary, and mischievous, and meddle-
some, is it not strange that not one of the intelligent New Haven Association should
seoit;:d grotest against it instead of unanimously approving the course that had
been taken

7. Is it not an easier way to account for all these facts, to suppose that Dr. Rich-
ards is a bad man, successfully assuming the behavior of a Christian ?—that he
did “lose all character for veracity at Aurora;” that he was guilty of dishonest and
dishonorable conduct at Canandaigua; that he was guilty of intemperance at Mor-
ristown and New Orleans; that the Presbytery was ot wholly corrupt and mali-
clous; that here the Association have done their conscientious duty; that the witness-
8 who have spoken to us from Warren and New Preston, have told the truth; and
that the unih3° testimony of such men as Dr. Hickok, Dr. Magie, Mr. Cuyler, Dr.
Ellsworth Daggett, Dr. Henry Mills, Dr. M. L. P. Thompson, uncontradicted by a
single witness except Ricbnrx; himself, is not false and malicious, but that Richards
is, as they say he is, & man of notoriously corrupt character. This one supposition
sustained by such a mass of evidence, simplifies and explains the whole mass of
unaccountable facts.

I think I can promise the Northfield church that the Association will not snfer-
rupt them; and they will of course understand that they will not interrupt the
Association. But if, with such evidence as we have before us, we proceed to the
action which has been suggested, I feel sure that you, at least, will allow that we
may be influenced by other than corrupt and malicious motives.

Pardon any rough expressions which I may have let fall in the haste and earnest-
ness of writing, and believe me ever,

Respectfully and sincerely your friend, L. W. Bacox.
5



FINAL ACTION OF THE ALqI\;I‘(%JHFIELD SOUTH ASBSOCI-

At an adjourned meeting of the Litchfield South Association, at Washington,
Dec. 6th., 1869, the following Resolutions were passed, nem. con.

Whereas, James Richards, a deposed and excommuniocated minister of the Pres-
byterian church, has assunied the functions of & mimister in regular standing; and
in repeated instances has entered the pulpits of churches in this region
their ignorance of his real standing and charscter, and,

On being warned by this Association of the comsequences of such ir-
'regularities, said Richards petitioned this body to examine and inquire into his case
‘with the view of recommending him to the ohurches as a candidate for the gospel
‘ministry; which examination and inquiry having been instituted, revealed evidence
«convincing to us of his moral unfitness for the aacred office; and

Whereas, during the p 88 of the inquiry which he bad requested, said Rich-
;ands did, with the assent of this Association, withdraw his petition to this body for
ithe purpose of presenting to the Presbytery of New Orleans which had
thim, & prayer for restoration to the ministry, which prayer was refused by unani-
'mous vote of said Pmbym%,eon the ground of the absence of any sufficient evi-
vdence of his repentance of crimes for which be had been deposed and excom-
umunicated ; an

Whereas, said Richards refuses to respect the disaipline of that body whose dis-
«cipline he had solemnly covenanted and promised to obey, and continues to exer-
«cise the public functions of the ministry as he finds opportunity; therefore

That it is the duty of this Association on ocoasion of the next act of
public ministration of the said Richards, publicly to rotify the churches with regard
o his standing and character: and that we do once more entreat him to desist from
mwmdal?ru:“eotgrsei ble and resolution be ted to Dr.

e foregoing preamble u communicated to Dr.
Richards by the Scribe of this body.

Resolved, That in case of any future act of public ministration by Dr. Richards,
“the following letter be published, over the gignatures of the Moderator and Scribe,
iin The Liichfield Enquirer, The Winsted Herald The Religious Herald, The New York

Observer, Evangelist and Independent, The Congregationakist, and The Boston Re-

‘The Litchfield South Association of Pastors, to the churches within the bounds of
the Association, send greeting.

FATHERS AND BRETHREN: From the first planting of these churches, the trust
‘has been reposed in the hands of the Associated Pastors, of examining and recom-
mending suitable candidates for the ministry, and of ascertaining the and
standing of ministers coming among us from abroad. As a good fruit of the mu-
tual fidelity of the churches and the Association in this matter, we may reckon the
um(:loessiog of many generations of & ministry singularly honored for purity of life
and doctrine.

We foel, therefore, that you might justly charge us with unfaithfulness in an im-
portant trust, if at any time we, baving knowledge that any person among you was
wearing without authority the character of a minister duly approved and recom-
mended to the churches, should neglect to put you on your guard against impos-
ture.

It has come to our knowledge that James Richards, D. D., now reeiding in Litch-
fleld, has assumed the functions of & minister in regular standing, and in repeated
instances has availed himself of opportunities of entering the pulpits of churches
in this region, through their ignorance of his real standing and character.

‘We feel bound, therefore, to declare to you, and to all churches that walk with
us in the ordinances of the gospel, that the said Richards has been deposed and
excommunicated by unanimous vote of the Presbytery of New Orleans, for the
crime of drunkemnness, proved against him in divers specifications; that he has not
been relieved of this censure, but that his late petition to be restored has been re-
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fused by vote, also unanimous, of the same body; that he has never been received
to our fellowship; but that, on the contrary, there has come before us, on the oc-
casion of his application to us to be regularly licensed to preach the Gospel, con-

vincing proof that he is utterly unworthy of the confidence of the churches and
the fellowship of the ministry.
And inasmuch as the said Richards has endeavored to break the force of the

censure which rests upon him, by calumnious aspersions against the body which
deposed him, and by other false assertions, and lest any church should sti.ll be be-
guiled by such means into receiving him into their confldence, we add that we have
conclusive evidence that he has been guilty of deliberate and aggravated falsehood
in our presence; and that without exception, 8o far as our careful and impartial in-
quiries have extended, those who have known him best from the outset of his min-
istry—men of the highest standing in the church of Christ, and of the weightiest
character for integrity and wisdom, and, withal, men who have no “personal feeling
but a friendly one toward Dr. Richards—solemnly declare that his character for
truth and veracity is bad. ’

‘We have long forborne this public action, hoping to escape the painful necessity
of it. But the contumacy of Dr. Richards in dmobeymg that discipline to which he
bad solemnly vowed and covenanted to submit, his evasion of trial by withdrawing
successively from the juriediction of one body afer another, before which the char-
ges against him were about to be investigated, and his pertinacious attempts to im-
pose on the confidence of the churches, notwithstanding our repeated remonstran-
oes, leave no other course open for us to pursue.

In conclusion, brethren, we pray you to be vigilant against any person who, by
soeking to evade the safeguards of the ministry, rg: um tive evidence of his
unfitness for it; and alwaysto remember the wo Jesus, how he said,
“Beware of false prophets who come to you in sheep 8 clothmg, but inwardly
they are ravening wolves. Ye shall know them by their fruits.”

grace of our Lord Jesns Christ be with you all..

EpERAIM Lyumayw, Moderator.
Gzo. J. Harrisoy, Scribe,
‘Washington, Ct,, Dec. 6th, 1859,

(The foregoing Letter was published in the Indepondent of January 5tb, and ia the Wissied
Harald of Jannary 6th, 1860.)



APPENDIX.

1. DR. RICHARDS’S DEFENSE.

Anonymous Article in the Winsted Herald, of Jan. 1860.

[The following article is printed here as a charaeteristic specimen of the defenses that have
been put forth in behalf of Dr. Richards. Other attempts of the sort have been more detalled
and circumsatantial fn their misstatements ; possibly some may have been more intemperate in
their language ; but this seems to contain, substantially, nearly all that has been sald fn behalf
of Dr. Richards, and in defamation of the Ohristisn ministry, of his former friends, and of his
absent and injuced wife.

The authorship of the article was for a time disputed by the friends of the writer, who de-
clared that it was unjust to lay it to his charge. His name, however, has been disclosed, and
his responsibility for the article is no longer denied. I was pted, at first, to so much of
retaliation as simply to expose the writer’s name, here, in connection with his article. But the
object of this pamphiet is not retaliation, but defense ; and I am willing, instead, to say all that
can be sald in palliation of this article, and of a long course of similar unprovoked and
unretaliated insult and injustice towards me which has followed it from the same source.

1 do not suppose that the writer of it, when he volunteered the aid of his caustic pen to vilify
the good name of a virtuous and inoffensive lady, a wife .nd a mother, in her remote absenece,
—was distinctly of the falsehood of his aboml: tions. Ip that be
really thought that the word of a man who had just been advertised by responsible men as &
common lfar, was conclusive evidence against this lady's character; and that it was impossible
for inquiry to go behind the pretended * original 4 ts” which this man privately exhibits
1in his manly effort to blacken the character of the young woman whose affections he had won
in her orpban girlhood, and whose conjugal love he had requited with drunken insult and
intolerable cruelty. Neither do I think it just to the author of the following defense to suppose
that in helping his friend to make for himself this miserable apology at the expense of his own
wife's honor, he had any distinct consciousness that he was doing anything unworthy of a
Christian gontleman. And as to his motive for meddling with the matter, I am sure that no
person of charitable feelings will be disposed to question it. Considering the unpleassantness of
the task which be undertook,—that of making an attack in a public newspaper on the charac-
ter of an absent lady of whom he had no personal knowledge, and who certainly never had
harmed Aim,—a task from which almoet any gentleman might have been excused for shrinking
—we can hardly suppose him to have been nerved to it by any lower motive than that of
warm and disinterested friendship for Dr. Richards.

As to the remarkable accusation Insinuated against me in the last paragraph of this article, I
need hardly be careful to answerit. It is insinuated that as the nearest kinsman, in this com-
maunity, and thus the 1 p tor, of an aged and calumniated woman, I bave vindi-
cated her by exposing the vile and mendacious character of her slanderer. The charge is one
to which I should be prond to confess. But it is not true. I was in the midst of the investiga-
tion which I had begun by the appointment of the Association and at the request of my ool-
leagues, Rev. Messrs. Churchill and Lyman, when I discovered the distant relationship between
myself and the late Mrs, Richards. This whole proceeding has been in the execution of public,
not private justice. L. W.B.]

b the Editor of the Winsted Herald :

Sie:—I have read with extreme amazement the manifesto published in your
issue of last week, ahd purporting to come from a small, though doubtless a very




cluster of spirita calling themselves ‘ The Litchfield South Association of
» Had not the thing thus announced itself as the voice of Shepherds, I
should have inevitably miederived it from a pack of wolv‘;s”,:mtru;ulgryin ones too. 3'
i8 oertainly a most extraordinary document—most extrao: every aspect
it; in the oocasion which has called it forth, in the ingredients of which it is made
up, and in the spirit which assorted and compounded them. It is as full of mean-
ness as it can be, and it is perfectly steeped in malice;—thus much, to my sense,
is evident on the face of it. Itgoesbmkintooertunmatters,wmch,lamsum,
nothing but malice would care to remember, and which even any ordinary pitch of
malice would not remember, without taking care to remember, at the same
time, the extenuations that properly belong with them. Without the E.Mf of
my own eyes, I could not have believed the thing to be so bad as it is; had any
maa told me the simple truth respecting it, I should have smiled at his statement
as a piece of distempered exaggeration. In short, I hold it to be, in the eye not
only of Christian charity but of common humanity, a greater offense against both
God and man, than the things it charges upon Dr. Richards, even granting these
things to be true. Nor can I find any sort of excuse for it in the consideration,
the author probably disguises from himself, and perhaps thinks he is disguising
others, the real motives that prompted 'it. But surely, the thing is greatly
overdone; in my judgment. this pastoral gun is far more dangerous at the breech
than st the muzzle; I would much rather stand before it than behind it. I cannot
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However, I will not enlarge any farther on the character of the document; as
your excellent editorial of 1ast week shows that you need no help in understa.nding
and expounding it. I write to you mainly for the purpose of stating three or four
facts, which I will do as briefly as I can.

First:—The Rev. Dr. Richards has now lived in -Litchfield pearly four

as a Christian and a gentleman, the cordial respect and confidence of his nelghbors,
those who have lived nearest to him, and have known him longest and best.
this fact I have personal knowl

Second :—Dr Richards is nowise subject to the discipline or jurisdiction of
these * Pastors.”{ He is a member, “in geod and regular standing,” of the Congre-
gational church in Northfield, where he labors as a Christian minister, and where,
in accordance with the fundamental principles of Congregationalism, he has and:
holds his rights and powers of ministration from the people to whom he ministers..
This fact, also, is known to me persona.lly So that these ‘‘ Pastors,” have no more-
business to censure or arraign him, than they have to censure or arraign the rector
of St. Michael's church, Litchfleld. In further proof of the point, I will add a
report of the pubhc action taken by the body in question, whereby, as they had a
perfect right to do, they withdrew from “The Litchfield South Association,” and
became “sirict” Congregationalista.

‘* Resolved :—That we, the Congregational church in Northfleld, withdraw our
connection from The Litchfield South Consociation, and we do hereby declare that
from the date hereof our connection with said Consociation is dissolved.

¢ Resolved :—That the Clerk of said church, be directed to transmit an attested
eopy of the foregoing resolution to the Moderator and Scribe of said Consociation.
orthfield, June 20, 1859.”

'.l'lmd :—I have spoken of certain “extenuations” in reference to Dr. Richards.
It is very well known, that at one period of his life he was visited with domestie
affliction in its dreadfulest form. He was put to the alternative of obtaining, and
he did obtain, & full and legal divorce from her who was then his wife, Mrs. S8arah
‘Wisner Richaids. The evidence whereon the divorce was ordered, involved the
strongest scriptural grounds of divorce. This fact is known to me by personal

® On this point see Appendix No. IV. * Dr. Rickerds's Ples of Irreproachadls Character,”
t Bee Appendix, No. V. * Jurisdiction of the Association.”

5¢
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inspection of original documents and authorities belonging to the case.* Dr. Rich-
ards frankly owns, ¢ like a whole-souled man as he is, and as deeply regrets, that
under the pressure of this awful calamity he sought relief, as many others have
done, in unsafe and improper remedies. Now, this habit, or rather these acts, (for
they hardly seem to have ever amounted to a habit,) even if there were no such
excuse for them, ought not to be remembered, after repentance and amendment:
with such excuse, even if they were still unamended, human-hearted men would
remember them with pity, not with reproach. But in this case the fault is nof una-
mended : for the last four years, the man's life, 8o far as is known to those who
have known him best, has been irreproachable in this regard. I say therefore,
Mr. Editor, as you have suggested, that however certain sanctifled clerics may view
the matter, the world of men, aye, and of women too, will loge the mean temper of
reproach in emotions of honest pity for what the man has been, and of generous
respect for what he is.

The affiiction to which I have referred, drove Dr. Richards, on several occasions,
utterly beside himself: and who can wonder that it did s0o? An instance of this kind
happened during his residence in New Orleans, and became publicly known there.

It was in the Spring of 1855. An editorial in the New Orleans Crescent, dated
March 13, 1855, has the following in reference to it.}

“We have it from authority in which we place every reliance, that Mr. Richards
has been subject to mental depression, amounting at times to aberration : and that

" grievances of a domestic nature have had much to do with these aberrations. About
two years since, he was discharged, cured, from an Insane Asylum in a Northern State ;
upon which he came to this city. No documents are necessary to prove that du-
ring his residence here his conduct has been moral and exemplary, as befitted a
minister of the Gospel; and that, being a man of more than ordinary education
and intellect, he has commanded the love and esteem of his own denomination, and
the respect of all others. In regard to the oocurrence of F‘nd:{ week, we have
the best authority for saying, that it was the result of a renewal of the domestic
grievances which unsettled his mind at first; and that, in this last instance, the
grievances were of the worst possible nature that could befall any man.”

Fourth:—The wife of Dr. Richards, divorced as aforesaid, whose maiden name
was Sarah Wisner, was a niece of the late Rev. B. B. Wisner, D. D., of Boston.
Mra. Sarah Wisner, widow of this Rev, Dr. Wisner, is own aunt of the Rev. Leon-
ard W. Bacon of Litchfield: and is spending some part of this present Winter at
the Litchfield home of her Rev. Nephew. Par.

January 9th, 1860.

II. DR. RICHARDS AT NEW ORLEANS.

ARrTICLES FROM THE N. O. CRESCENT.

1. Arrest of Dr. Richards for Drunkenness.
(From the New Orleans Orescent, March 3, 1865.)

Curiovs ArralR—A Minister on a Spree—Early yesterday morning a man was
found lying insensible on the sidewalk in Old Levee street, in the Third District.
He was carried to the guard-house and laid by the fire, and after lying there an
hour or two, he got up and looked about him in & wild confused manner, and was

* The assertion is utterly false. The divorce was granted simply on the ground of Mra.
Richards's refusal to live with her husband. This refusal was on the ground of his drunken-
ness and crueity to her; on the ground of which facts, proved in a court of justice, she herself
obtained a divorce from him. What “ original documents and authorities” were exhibited to
tho unfortunate writer of the above letter, it is difficult to understand.

t This which Dr. Richards “ frankly owned " to his friend, he denisd with an oath in the pres-
ence of the Association.

{ For the remainder of the article here quoted, and a complete exposre and retraction of it
by the same editor, see below, pp. 4,5, 6, 7,



PRSE— ——— -

4

certainly the wildest looking spscimen of humanity that has been seen in the Old
Third for some time. He was over six feet high, well-built and elegantly dressed:
his long yellow hair was begrimed and so blowsed, that it would have filled a half-
bushel; his face, which is pallid and pock-marked, was covered with dirt and blood,
asif from a violent fall, and his shirt-bosom and vest were also very bloody. In reply
to the inquiries of the officers, and of Recorder Seuzeneau, before whom he was
taken, he stated that he was a minister of the Methodist persuasion, and that his
name was James Richards; that he was subject to fits, and had spent two years in
the New York Insane Asylum; that upon being discharged, cured, he came to this
city, and supposed himself to be entirely well until he found himself in his present
light. He denied having been intoxicated, and asserted that he had fallen down
g a fit, though he could not tell what he had been doing in that part of the city, or
how he came to be lying in the street at such an hour. Letters in his pockets
oorroborated his acoount of himself, the superscription being ‘*‘ Rev. James Ri
D. D.” It was evident that he had not been in bad company, for neither his gold
watch, nor his pocket-book, containing $64, had been disturbed. His language
and manner betokened education, if not sanity, and the Recorder politely discharged
him. The gentleman may bave had a fit from other causes than drinking; but
the officers say that if he was not drunk, and beastly drunk, when he was brought
in, there was never a drunken man brought to the Third District jail; and this is
emphatic language, which we are not able to doubt.

2. “Additional.”

(From the New Orleans Crescent, March 5th, 1855.)

ADDITIONAL—In justice to some of our Methodist friends, who feel somewhat
annoyed that a minister of another denomination should get drunk, and then say
he was a Methodist, we will add what we did not know on Friday, when we penned
our account of the disaster to the Rev. Mr. Richards, in the Third District. That
gentleman has been in this city for some time; is well known in religious circles
as a divine of no ordinary ability, and is the regularly installed pastor of the Third
Presbyterian Church in the Third District. We will add, that had we known the
gentleman was pastor of any church in this city, we would in charity to the feelings
of his congregation have sugyressed his name; but since the fact is public, it may
as well be properly stated. No one in Recorder Seuzeneau's court had ever seen
or heard of the gentleman; our strictly secular occupation prevented our being any
wiser, and 8o we published the circumstance without reflection or hesitation. The
reverend gentleman was very drunk and did say he was a Methodist; though
there is this much in his favor, that the Recorder thinks that when he was before
him he had not got sufficiently sober to know the difference between * Methodist”
and “ Presbyterian,” and said ‘' Methodist” because it was the shortest. Seriously,
Mr. Richard's “ falling from grace” is a sad, strange piece of business, which we
are willing to attribute to some slumbering infirmity of which his congregation and
his sect in this city were ignorant.

8. Dr. Richards’s Apology.

(From the New Orleans Crescent, March 13th, 1855.)*

Trs Rev. MR. RicHARDS.—We are pleased in being able to state that there were
palliating circumstances in connection with the unfortunate adventure of this gen-

* This article, cut from the newspaper, Dr. Richards has repeatedly exhibited, in a private
way, to his friends and acquaintances, since he has lived in Litchfield. He laid it on the table of
the Association at his examination, and arf extract from it was published by that devoted friend
who wrote the anonymonus letter to the Editor of the Winsted Herald. The disgraceful particun-
lars which had been published in the * Crescent” before this article appeared, and the terrible
exposure and eastigation which followed it, at the hands of the Editor of that journal (and
which is copied below) were not known in this region until the publication of the article by
Dr. Richards's selfsacrificing friend became the occasion of bringing them to light.



tleman, the particulars of which were published in the Crescent on the 3d and 6th of
thismonth. The affair, of course, created surprise in all classes, and profound regret
throughout our religious community; and if it can in any way be explained or
Justified, it is due to Mr. Richards’ high reputation and the feelings of his friends
that it should be done. We have been visited by numerous friends of the reverend
gentleman, including not only members of his own, but ministers and members of
other demominations, who, while expressing their just and natural mortification,
have yet displayed a spirit of sympathy and forgiveness for him which we were
not prepared to expect, and which we have beheld with pleasure. We have it from
euthority in which we place every reliance, that Mr. Richards has been subject to
mental depression, amounting at times to aberration, and that grievances of a
domestic nature have had much to do with these aberrations. About two years
since, he was discharged, cured, from an Insane Asylum in a Northern State; upon
which he came to this city. No documents are necessary to prove that during his
reaidence here his conduct has been moral and exemplary as befitted a miﬁstor
of the gospel, and that, being & man of more than ordinary education and intellect,
he has commanded the love and esteem of his own denomination and the respect of
all others. In regard to the occurrence of Friday week, we have the best authority
for saying that it was the result of a renewal of the domestic grievances which
unsettled his mind at first, and that, in this last instance, the grievances were of
the worst possible nature that could befall any man. In the domestic relation, it
must be recollected, ministers are the same as other men, with this difference,
that they are apt to view the conjugal tie in a more exalted light than men in
general, and that when this tie i8 violated, the crush of feeling—the sense of out-
raged honor and humbled pride—is far greater with them than it would be with
mosat other men. It is therefore not to be wondered at that Mr. Richards, a gen-
tleman of refined feeling, and a Doctor of Divinity, standing high in the religious
world, should prove unequal to the discovery that the wife of his bosom—the being
upon whom he had staked all his earthly happiness—was playing him false, acting
recreant to the holiest of earthly vows. This was the cause of his first aberration.
Upon his recovery, there was left to him the hope that his wife would reform, and
thus keep the world in ignorance of her shame and his humiliation; and it was
the final dissipation of this hoge which unsettled his reason the last time—his
unfeithful wife having recently descended to the lowest depthe of degradation—
spurning his love, trampling upon his honor, and subjecting the name of which he
'was 80 justly proud, to shame and degradation. The unhatppy divine has recovered
from this 1ast blow, and is now sensible of his position before the community, He
states that on the evening of this aberration, and for some days previous, his mind
brooded over his dishonor with a morbidity which he had no power to avert. The
last of his recollection of that evening is that he was sitting alone in his study
revolving in his mind his unhappy situation, and becoming more and more depress-
ed. He has no recollection of leaving his house, nor of anything that happened
to him until he found himself partially restored to consciousness the next morning,
in Recorder Seuzeneau's office. His religious friends place the fullest reliance in
his statement, aud we can therefore have no reason to doubt it; nor do we sup,
that any of our readers can doubt it, when they imagine what their own feelings
would be under similar circumstances.

4. Final Exposure and Disgrace of Dr. Richards before
the Public of New Orleans.

[From the New Orleans Crescent, May 11.]

A CLeRicAL IMPOSTOR IN NEW ORLEANS.

‘When, in March last, we published upon the authority of others an article in
extenuation of the misfortune to the Rev. James Richards, pastor of the Third
Presbyterian Church in the Third District, which misfortune consisted in his being
found lying beastly drunk in Old Levee street, we deemed it no more than simple
justice that Mrs. Richards should be made acquainted with the charges against her
which we were induced to publish in that article. We accordingly transmitted to



her friends in Penn Yan, N. Y., all that we had published in reference to her hus-
band and herself, with the intimation that if those charges were in the least
unfounded, we would make all the reparation in our power.

This, as we have said, we did from a sense of justice, and not from any conviction
or suspicion that we were publishing a falsehood to the world; had our knowledge
of the truth of the charges been personal and irrefragible, we could have done no
less than we did. Could we have entertained any conviction, however, that those
charges were not true, not all the eloquence of the South, or the persuasions of a
life-time, could have induced us to lend our columns to such a purpose. We have
now to state that a refutation of the charges against Mrs. Richards has reached us.
It is & refutation of such weight and authenticity as to satisfy us that the religious
community of New Orleans, and ourselves through their instrumentality, have been
imposed upon by as arrant & scoundrel as ever went unhung.

In making this unpleasant confession, we must be permitted to say a few words
in defence of ourselves. We did not make that publication willingly, or under any
impression that it was at all proper, though at the time we believed we were giving
nothing but the truth. We made it under the pressure of the most urgent personal
solicitation, repeated from day to day by gentlemen of the first standing in our city
—occupying the highest positions in different religious denominations, a8 well as in
commercial circles and in the community generally. They told us, with every
seeming of heartfelt sinoerity, that they knew Mr. Richards to be & wronged and
deeply-injured man. They showed themselves to be in earnest, by leaving their
names with us, at the service of any one who might call.

‘We recognised the men as thoroughly in earnest; and feeling satisfied that they
would be as far from knowingly slandering an innocent woman as they would be
from lending themselves to an untruth of any kind, we yielded to their solicitations.
‘We were thus instrumental in most foully injuring one that we now believe to be
an innooent and estimable lady, beyond what it will ever be in our power properly
to atone for. We are satisfled that the gentlemen who led us into this predicament
were entirely deceived by the raintly-looking sinuer, a8 worthy people without
number have been degeived by him in other communities. Tendering the injured
wife and her friends our heartfelt apologies for the wrong we have done them, we
now give the substance of the refutation.

‘We have received & letter from Mr. Henry A. Wisner, the brother of Mrs.
Richards, at Penn Yan, Yates county, N. Y. Itis couched in gentlemanly language,
and gives, with every impress of truth and an abundance of reference, the history
of Mr. Richards’s frailties and of his wife's wiongs. It sets forth that ten or twelve
years ago Mr. Richards preached in Penn Yan—was generally beloved and esteem-
ed, (notwithstanding rumors which occaaionn:lg got out that he was secretly
addicted to drinking, which rumors were hushed up as slanders,) and was at that
time married to an estimable young lady of Canandaigua county. In a few years
the wife sickened and died, and the rumors of intemperance, which again went
forth, extended to the assertion that she died of a broken heart.

After a lapse of nearly two years, Mr. Richards again married: his second and
present wife being Miss Wisner, the sister of Mr. Wisner who writes to us. This
was about seven years ago. Immediately upon his marriage, Mr. Richards was
called to thc charge of the First Presbyterian Church, Morristown, N. J., where
he was well-known and highly esteemed. Soon thereafter he became so submis-
give to the demon of drink, that, he acted the brute to his wife. She, like a true
woman, kept her sufferings secret, until one day in a drunken fit he threatened to
take her life. Being now alarmed, she informed her friends of her husband's bru-
tality and of her unhappy situation.

Mr. R.’s congregation thereupon investigated the matter—found the wife's char-
ges to be truo—and smoothed the matter over by pronouncing him crazy. Crazy
he undoubtedly was, to the extent of alcoholic craziness, but was none the less a
brute on that account. He was sent to the New Jersey Insane Asylum, where he
remained but six weeks. Upon being released, he was arraigned before the
Presbytery of New Jersey, upon charges of “drunkenness, profane swearing,
abuse of his wife, and licentiousness.” He was defended by the plea of insanity,
and the result of the investigation was (Mr. W. thinks) his suspension from the
ministry for one year.



7

His wife stood patiently by him through all this. " As soon as he was suspended,
he left her and started for the South; upon which she went home to Penn Yan,
followed by the sympathies and highest esteem of the citizens of Morristown. So
much for the story of her having deserted him, or proven false to her honor and
her marital obligation. B8he took with her her two children, and began earning for
herself and them an honorable subsistence by teaching school. Recently, one of
these children died, and still more recently she went to Michigan with her remain-
ing child, where she now is, teaching school, esteemed and beloved by all her
socquaintance, and probably in ignorance up to this time, of her husband’s wretched
conduct in New Orleans, and still more wretched and slanderous palliation of his

How the people of New Orleans have been deceived by the clerical impostor, is
& thing they must now know, and in sympathy to the denomination of which he
‘was oonsidered so bright an ornament, we withhold the reprobation against him
which our present feelings would warrant.

Below will be found a'certificate of Mrs. Richards’s character, signed by the
leading residents of Penn Yan. It is accompanied by the assurance of Mr. Wisner
that if it be necessary he can procure similar certificates from every community in
which his sister has residled. We give this certificate a place with pleasure, as the
least reparation we can offer for the wrong to which we have been a party, and
with the announcement that we dismiss Mr. Richards from our columns, as
our citizens should dismiss his memory from their hearts, forever.

We published some weeks ago, the fact that the reverend gentleman had
departed for Europe, “for the benefit of his health.” We have now only to hope
that he will continue his journey to Afrioa, and stay there.

b the Editors of the New Orleans Crescent:
Gents: Within a fow days our attention bas been called tS an article which ap-
m‘iin your paper of the 13th of March last, containing, doubtless, what you

i to be * palliating circumstances in connection with the unfortunate adven-
ture of the Rev. James Richards," noticed by you in your paper of the 3d and 6th
of the same month.

In that article you state, among other things, as facts, that the mental aberration
of Mr. Richards was occasioned by his wife's “?hying him false,” and as having
¢ descended to the lowest depths of degradation.’

Now, gentlemen, we are persuaded it will give you pleasure to learn that this
foul charge against this lady is witerly falsa. We have personally known her from
her childhood. She is a member of a Christian church in this village, in good
standing, and wherever known is admired and beloved.

- The lady herself is now in Michigan, teaching—thus earning bread for herself
and only surviving child; and without her knowledge we make this statement as
an act of mere daty to & grossly-injured virtuous woman.

Chas, O. Sheppard, N. Thompson, 8. H: Welles,
James D. Morgan, ‘W. M. Oliver, A. Oliver,

8. 0. Dunning. John N. Rosa, C. G. Judd,

L. Sunderlin, Jas. Taylor, Leander Reddy,
J. V. Vanalen, H. R. Miller, C. B. Brace,
John L. Lewis, Jr., David B. Prosser, Henry Rose.

Penn Yan, Yates coundy, New York, May 3, 1856,
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A Lady’s Comments on Dr. Richards’s Apology.

[The following pungent criticism on the defense which was set up in bebalf of Dr. Richarda
at Now Orleans. was written at the time, by the Ediiress of the Yazeo Whig, and published in
shat paper March 20th, 1860.) :

REV. DR. RICHARDS AND HIiS LATE ‘“ ABERRATION.”

In one of our letters from New Orleans, we mentioned e fact which was of
notoriety in the city at the time, that the gentleman above mentioned been
icked up intoxicated in a gutter at night and carried to the Reoorder’s office, where
was kept till next morning. Belaw we give an apologetic srticle ‘from the
Crescent, prefaced by our good friend, Rev. Mr. McInnis of the True Witness, with
quite a severe commentary on the v#n-oneneus of some people to carp st the weak-
nesses of the Ministers of God. We copy the articles because we wish to do full
justice to all concerned, as we had mentioned the matter as above stated.

‘We have given the Rev. gentleman the full benefit of the Crescent's miserable
defense and Mr. McInnis's endorsement of it, and now we are * called,” we believe
in our soul, more loudly than Mr, Richards was ever “ called " to preach the gbapel,
to say a word in defense of the lady so foully traduced by her unfortunate (?) ex-
husband. In the first place, then, we believe on evidence which it would not be
proper for us to tell here, nor have we the space, that the charges made against
thas poor broken-hearted woman he once called wife, are false—false as perdition—
false in conception as they are cowardly in utterance. We never saw Mr. Ri
we never saw Mrs. R., and never expect or desire to see either of them; but we
have heard their history from those who know it, and to whom falsehood is &
m sm.cx;ger by far than habitual drunkenness is to the “ distinguished " subject
of this article.

‘We are intimate with a lady who knows Mrs. R. well. She was the only child
of & widow in the western part of New York, was beautiful and accomplished, and
perhaps of tastes and habits not compatible with the severe duties and self-denials
of a clergyman’s wife. Mr. Richards knew this, and she knew it too, but it was &
love match. After a while the lady went back to her mother with two children,
stating that Mr. Richards’s habits were such she could not live with him. He was
tried before his Presbytery and cleared on his plea that his wife’s conduct had run
him crazy. 8till, after he had tried to blast her character, he went back to her
mother's, promised amendment, and begged her to come back and live with him.
If his charges were true, this was manly to say the least of it. Up to this time he
had supported her in view of her return, but he now cut off supplies, in hopes, a8
it was reported he said, of ‘ starving her into measures.” But she was inexorable.
8he took a subordinate situation in one of the public schools of her native village,
and is there teaching, still earning bread for herself and her one child, for the poor
pittance of three hundred dollars a year. 8he lost one sweet little girl a year
ago, and is struggling now with her great bereavement and the hard labor she has
to perform, to earn a living. We ask our female readers, who are wives and
mothers, if her lot is not a hard one, without the elogquent voice of her recreant
husband blasting her character among strangers?

‘We are not uncharitable to man*or woman. We know the frailities of human
nature, and therefore do not condemn Mr, Richards if his nervous temperament re-
quired stimulus and he overtasked it;—it is a great misfortune to be thus constituted.
No doubt the possessor of such a nature must suffer more than any one else by it.
Bat we do blame him for his sneaking unmanliness in trying to screen himself from
public contempt behind his wife's garments. We wonder the editor of the Crescent
Jent his pen and his usually dignified columns to such a mere subterfuge. Mark,
they don't deny the man got drunk, but he was led into the indiscretion by the foul
conduct of his wifel If his wife had proved herself guilty of the crimea he im-
puted to her when she first left him, what reader of human nature believes he
‘wouldn't have been glad that her conduct had thus vindicated him? We repeat it
—these charges are as false as they are pitifully cowardly, and we earnestly hope
for the honor and manliness of human nature, that if Mrs. R., has a male relative
living, he will whip the “aberrated ” lodger of the Recorder’s office all over New
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Orleans. It is a disgrace to the Church and the Ministry of God to harbor such
‘‘unfortunate great men” within its folde. If a man must get drunk every time
he gets in trouble, let him seek some other profession than the ministry—if he tries
to serve God in spite of his constitutional weakness, He is merciful and will no doubt
accept the will for the deed, where the spirit is willing and the flesh is weak. We
do not wish to be understood as a champion for Mrs. Richards. We only object to
the Rev. gentleman and his editorial friends palliating and excusing his faults by
traducing her. If all he says is true, it is no excuse for him and should not be
counted such. But public sentiment is in her favor wherever both parties are
known. 8he could not keep a situation in a school at the: North if her character
was not good. We shall make no remarks ghout the antecedents of the great
‘“‘aberrated,” for it is not our purpose to do anything but condemn, in the most em-
phatic manner we are capable of, this cowardly attack upon his wife. It is nothing
but the changes rung on the old tune, (which, with all reverence for the sanctity of
the subject, we think if Eve had had a big brother he ought to have kicked Adam
all over Paradise for) “ The woman beguiled me and I did eat.”

We close with the sad refiection that many preach the gospel who have answered
to somebody else's “call,” and there will be a * woe ” to them for preaching rather
* than for not preaching,

[Then follows the article from the New Orleans Crescent, given on ﬁ). 4, 5, above.]

III. DR. RICHARDS’S PLEA OF INSANITY.

At the late trial of Dr. Richards before a magistrate at Litchfield, on occasion of
an assault and battery committed by him on the person of Francis Bacon, M. D.,
of New Haven, the defense of Insanity (which has been put forth in his behalf in
previous difficulties) was set up, and in support of it, it was alleged that he had
been an inmate of sundry Insane Asylums. The defense, however, failed of con-
vincing the Court.

The occasions on which Dr. Richards has been confined in Insane Asylums, so
far as they are known to me, are three.

1. At Trenton, N. J., in February 1850.

2. At Bloomingdale, N. Y., early in 1856.

3. At Canandaigua, N. Y., October 1860.

1. At Trenton, N. J. The circumstances in which Dr. Richards was taken to the
Agylum at this place, are gathered from testimony taken under oath at his trial
before the Presbytery of Elizabethtown. From this, it appears that his friends and
the members of his church at Morristown were led to kope that he was insane, as
the only way of saving his character. A certificate was obtained from his family
Ezysicim that Dr. Richards was “noté himself that day and the day before” [on

th which days the same physician testified that Richards was intoxicated] and
when this certificate was objected to by the physician of the Asylum, as not
sufficient to justify him in receiving Dr. Richards as a patient, a certificate in the
usual form was at length procured.

Dr. Richards was accompanied to the Asylum by Mr. Voorhees, an Elder in his
church, and Henry O. Pitney, Esq., then a student of law in the office of Judge
Whitehead. From the evidence of these witnessea we learn that on the way to
the Asylum Dr. Richards said “ Voorhees, this is all wrong,” and begged not to be
taken to the Asylum. When told that there was no other way of saving his char-
acter before the world, than upon the ground of insanity, Dr. Richards replied that
they might do it as well by taking him to a water-cure; but at length consented to
go. Mr. Pitney further testified that although Dr. Richards did not say what was
the matter with him, yet he said ‘‘they knew,” and ‘“‘the whole gist of his conver-
sation was that he had been on a spree.” When shown a bottle of brandy, he said
it was “all right; he would want some by and by.” After he had reached the
cars, on the way to Trenton, Dr. Richards said he *must have brandy to let himself
down on; that he felt terribly; that he should have a terrible time in getting over
it.” Mr. Pitney proposed opium, two or three times: but Dr. Richards said
“brandy was the thing.” It was given to him, a8 he requested, and *the more
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he drank the more rational he became. His nerves regained their natural equilib-
rium, and when we reached Elizabethtown, no one would have observed anything
irrational in him, even to the time of reaching the Asylum.”

No physician will be at a loss as to the nature and cause of the *insanity”
attended by the symptoms above described.

Dr. Richards was admitted to the Asylum at Trenton, Feb. 16th, 1850, and dis-
charged on the 12th of the following March. The following is the account of his
symptoms while there, given on the highest authority: * he was at the time, [of his
;dm.msiqn] agd for a short period after, in a highly ‘nervous’ state, and at times
ow-spiri

2. At Bloomingdale. The following account of Dr. Richards’s case at the Bloom-
ingdale Asylum is also given on ghe highest authority :—that Dr. Richards was
received into that Institution as an Jabitual snebriate; and that during his stay there
he showed no symptoms of insanity whatever.

3. At Canandaigua. The following are the leading facts with regard to the recent
case at this place, according to the best information that I have been able to obtain.

Shortly after his arrival at the village, Dr. Richards was seen to pass up Main .
Street, and not long after was found lying in the street, supposed to be drunk. He
was taken up by friends, and led into a private house and put to bed, but after a
little while was transferred to the Insane Asylum, where he remained a day or two,
when he returned to Litchfield. There has appeared no evidence that he was insane
otherwise than from the effect of liquor.

Recent developements of character in Dr. Richards, make it unnecessary to
present further proof under this head.

IV. DR. RICHARDS’S PLEA OF RECENT IRREPROACH-
ABLE CHARACTER.

The allegation is made against the Litchfield South Association, that whereas Dr.
Richards has of late years been living a blameless life, the Association have never-
theless sought out and published against him accusations for old matters that ought
in charity to have been forgotten.

The answer is this:

1. The Association have made no accusation against him for former guilt. They
published the fact of his present standing as a man deposed and excommunicated
for drunkenness. They did not pronounce upon the justice or injustice of that
excommunication, but they conceived that the churches into whose pulpits Dr.
Richards was gaining admission through their ignorance of it, had a right to be
informed of the fact. '

2. The Association did accuse him of * recent deliberate and aggravated falsehood -
in their presence.”

The agsertion that the walk and conversation of Dr. Richards in Litchfield, up
to the time of the public action of the Association, had been such as to win and
retain for him the cordjal confldence and esteem of the community in general, is
not true.

Recent manifestations of his real character make it unnecessary to speak further
on this topic.

V. THE JURISDICTION OF THE ASSOCIATION.

Sensible people who may read the foregoing pages will wonder that any further
“ jurisdiction” should have been thought needful to justify the Association in their
action, than the common right and duty of honest men to expose a mischeivous
impostor ‘on the public. The argument that whereas one body, the Northfield
church, had withdrawn from connection with another body, the Consociation,
therefore a third party, the Association, had no right to expose the impostures of a
fourth party, Dr. Richards, will be looked upon as amusing.

6
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A person acquainted with the principles and usages of the New England Con-
gregational Churches can hardly have any doubt whatever that the Association
fulfilled only its proper and appointed duty in the case. But there is this to be said
in apology for the author of the above Letter to the Winsted Herald, that he is a
minister of another denomination: and that one who has so widely mistaken
the proper sphere of his own duty and responsibility, may be cheerfully
pardoned for not fully understanding the professional duties and responsibilities of
other people.

The subject is one not in controversy among well informed people; but for the
benefit of others, the following editorial comments on this identical case, from The
i of Jan.~, 1860, are submitted as an exposition of Congregational
order, with respect to the duty, not ounly of the Association, but of the church in
Northfield. .

*For our own part we have no hesitation in saying (what we might have had ne
occasion to say, if we had not been virtually appealed to by the communication
which we this day publish¥) that, in our judgment, the Associated Pastora of Litch-
fleld South have done in this case that which it was their duty to do. What was
the case?

“*There came among them, three or four years ago, a man whose name, when it
was borne by his venerable father, was greatly honored in the churches of Connec-
ticut, and was a synonym of saintly purity. His academic titles testified the esti-
mation in which his talents and attainments had been held by the dispensers of
such honors. He had been a minister of the Gospel, but had been deposed from
the ministry, and excommunicated from the church for drunkenness by a unani-
mous sentence of the Presbytery in which he was a member. After a few months'
residence in the district of Litchfield South, he began to ‘assume the functions of
& minister in regular standing,’ and to avail himself of opportunities of entering
tho pulpits of churches that were ignorant of his real standing and character. It
was timo for the Associated Pastors of that district to interfere. It was their duty
first to remonstrate with the offender, and then, if their remonstrance should be in-
effectual, it would be their duty to warn the churches against him in any way which
might seem likely to be effectual. What remonstrance they made to the offender
we are not informed; but from the minutes of the New Orleans Presbytery we
learn that by some means Dr. R. was induced to bring his case before the Associa-
tion by making an ‘application to be recognized and authorized by them as a Goa-
pel minister.’ What became of that application does not appear; but it does ap-
pear that after a ‘committee of inquiry, appointed by said Association to investi-
gate the truth of certain rumors affecting the Christian character of Dr. R.,’ had
reported, he himself, by his petition, strengthened with a memorial from the North-
fleld church, took the whole question of his restoration to good standing into the
Presbytery of New Orleans, where itmost properly belongs. The minutes of the
Presbytery in relation to that petition and the accompanying memorial are before
the reader. After what seems to have been a careful and protracted consideration,
the Presbytery unanimously refused to remove the censure of deposition from the
ministry and of excommunication. What next? Did the man thus doubly, and
more than doubly, convicted of disgraceful immorality, cease to ‘assumne the func-
tions of a minister in regular standing?’ Not at all. We say plainly, that if the
Associated Pastors of Litchfield South, through any timidity, or any false delicacy,
or any amiable unwillingness to perform a painful duty, had failed to do just what
they have done, they would have betrayed the trust committed to them as an As-
sociation by the universal usage of American Congregationalism; they would have
given a virtual consent to the dishonor put upon their own sacred office and voca-
tion; and upon them would have rested the responsibility of contributing to break
down all the safeguards by which the Congrégational churches, in all parts of our
common country, protect themselves against impostors, pretending to be ministers
of Christ.

“We are equally free to say that the Northfield church have aeted in this case
- most improperly and unwisely, and have done that which they will ultimately re-
gret and be ashamed of. 'What have they done?

* From the church in Northfleld.
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“Tt is not in our power to go behind the record; but their own preamble and reso-
lution, taken in connection with what comes to light in the minutes of the New
Orleans Presbytery, tell a sad story. They say that Dr. R, 'a resident ‘in the
village of Litchfield’ (some ten [five] miles from Northtleld, if we mistake not)
‘ was received to membership’ in their body ‘by profession, after careful inquiry
as to his standing and character, and a thorough examination of the grounds of his
Christian hope.” How carefully they inquired as to his standing and character, and
how thoroughly they examined the grounds of his Christian hope, before receiving
him to their communion and making him their minister, does not very distinctly ap-
pear. Doubtless they think that they made the requisite investigation more care-
fully and more thoroughly than the committee of inquiry appointed by the Associate
Pastors of that District—far more carefully and thoroughly than the Presbytery
of New Orleans, either in the trial which preceded the censure, or in their recent
reconsideration of the case at his petition for a removal of the censure. But other
people will hardly think so without more explicit information. They say, that they
‘by a unanimous vote employed the said Richards to exercise the functions of the
Gospel ministry among’ them, ‘which he has done for the period of fourteen
months;’ and that all this is ‘in accordance with the true principles of Con,
tionalism.” Doubtless they think that this isas they say. Doubtless they think that
when they took off the sentence of excommunication from a man who had been
regularly excommunicated, and when they made that man, by a unanimous vote,
their minister—a man who not only was not & minister but had been solemnly de-
posed from the ministry by another Church—they committed no irregularity and
violated no ‘true principle of Congregationalism.” But other people are better in-
formed. One of the ‘true principles of Congregationalism'—and one than which
no other is more essential to the system both as it is portrayed in theory and as it ex-
ists in fact—is the principle of the communion of churches. Every church has the
power, under Christ, of admitting members and of excluding them. That is a true
principle of Congregationalism, no doubt. But in so serious a matter as the over-
ruling and nullifying of a solemn excommunication pronounced by another church,
the ‘ true principle’ of the communion of churches comes in play; and nothing is
better settled than that the church which assumes to overrule and nullify an ex-
communication pronounced by another church, ought to act by.the advice of a ju-
dicious council of churches. Every church has the power, under Christ, of elect-
ing and ordaining its own ministers. That is also, beyond all doubt, a true prin-
ciple of Congregationalism. But the ordination of a minister in any church—the
making that man a minister who before was not a minister—is a business which
oconcerns other churches and especially the churches of the neighborhood. There-
fore no truly Congrogational church—no church which expects to maintain com-
munion with its neighbor churches, and to walk orderly according to ¢the true
principles of Congregationalism '—proceeds to the solemnity of inducting any man
into the work of the ministry without the advice of other churches represented in
a councih. How much more then are the ‘true principles of Congregationalism"
violated, when a church, without the advice and co-operation of other churches
represented in a council, takes upon itself the responsibility of introducing into the
ministry one who not only was not a minister but had been regularly deposed from
the ministry for disgraceful immorality! The Northfield church, by this proceed-
ing, has put itself out of the pale of the communion of the neighbor churches.
All the churches that have any knowledge of its ill-advised proceeding, are bound
to testify against it by withdrawing from communion with it so long as it continues
to walk in a course so disorderly and so subversive of all the rules and principles
which make the intercommunion of churches, or the recognition of other’s
administrations, safe.

“We observe a passage in the proceedings of the New Orleans Presbytery which
seems to imply that Dr. Richards had obtained °‘license’ to preach from some
quarter in conformity with Congregational ‘usage.’ We can make large allow-
ance for their excusable ignorance of what is ‘usage’ among Congregationalists,
but we regret that they have been so grossly imposed upon.”
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